
 

NOTICE:  People with disabilities needing accommodations for effective participation in this meeting should contact 
the City Clerk (248) 524-3316 at least two working days in advance of the meeting. An attempt will be made to make 
reasonable accommodations. 

      

 

 
CITY COUNCIL 

 
AGENDA 

March 4, 2002 – 7:30 P.M. 
Council Chambers – City Hall 

500 West Big Beaver, Troy, Michigan 48084 
(248) 524-3300 

CALL TO ORDER 1 

Invocation & Pledge Of Allegiance – Pastor Brad Shirley, Zion Christian Church 1 

ROLL CALL 1 

A-1  Minutes: Special Meeting of February 16, 2002; Regular Meeting of February 18, 
2002 and Special Meeting of February 26, 2002 1 

A-2  Presentation: (a) Michigan Concrete Paving Association – Award to the City of 
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COUNCIL COMMENTS/REFERRALS 2 

SOCRRA: 1) Proposed Resolutions Submitted by Mayor Pryor; 2) Memorandum from 
City Management: Re: Clarification of Resolutions Regarding SOCRRA; and 3) 
Letter from Jeffrey A. Bremer-City of Lathrup Village-City Administrator/SOCRRA 
Chairman 2 

G-21  Memorandum: Re: Request for Study Session to Discuss Use of SOCRRA’s 
Landfill Property in Rochester Hills 3 

VISITORS 3 

REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS 3 

G-2 Minutes – Boards and Committees: 3 
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(l) Liquor Advisory Committee/Draft – February 11, 2002.........................................3 
(m) Election Commission/Draft – February 13, 2002 .............................................3 
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G-4 Announcement of Public Hearings: 4 

(a) Request for Commercial Vehicle Appeal – 5184 Rochester Road – 
Scheduled for March 4, 2002................................................................................4 

G-5 Proposed Proclamations/Resolutions from Other Organizations: 4 

(a) City of Rochester Hills – Golf Course in Rochester Hills on SOCRRA’s 
Landfill Site ...........................................................................................................4 

G-6  Letters of Appreciation: 4 

(a) Letter to Chief Charles Craft from Steven Alman Thanking Officer Kathy 
McAtee for Her Assistance During an Automobile Accident .................................4 

(b) Letter to Chief Charles Craft from Gregory C. Rowe Complimenting Officer 
Haddad on His Professional Conduct...................................................................4 

(c) Letter to Police Department from Fr. Sarhad Jammo and Nick Najjar – St. 
Joseph Catholic Chaldean Church in Appreciation of the Police Department’s 
Assistance with Traffic During Their Christmas Day Celebration..........................4 

(d) Letter to Chief Charles Craft from Saad Marouf, Chairman – Chaldean 
Federation of America Complimenting the Excellent Service the Police 
Department Provides for the Chaldean Community in the City of Troy ................4 

(e) Letter to John Szerlag from Jon R. Austin, City Manager-Madison Heights 
Thanking Him for His Willingness to Support the SOCRRA Project For the 
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(f) Letter to Sergeant David Swanson from Cindy Stewart on Behalf of 
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Section for Participation in the 2002 Community Kaleidoscope ...........................4 
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Detroit Thanking the Mayor for His Continued Support of Their Organization......4 

G-7  Calendar 4 
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G-9  Memorandum: Re: Year 2001 Police Department Calls for Service Statistics 4 

G-10  Memorandum: Re: Oakland/Troy Airport 4 

G-11  Memorandum: Re: Taleb v Troy and Neiman Marcus 4 

G-12  Memorandum: Re: Sarhan v Troy Police Department 5 

G-13  Memorandum: Re: Audited Franchise Fees Funds Recovered for Years 1995, 
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G-14  Memorandum: Re: Exclusive Use of Park Open Space 5 
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G-17  Memorandum: Re: Urban Density/Infill Development Ordinance 5 
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PUBLIC HEARING 5 

C-1  Osmic Vacation of Existing Industrial Development District, Vacation of Unexpired 
Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate: Resolutions: a) Requiring No Payment 
of Taxes; b) Requiring Payment of 4 Years of Abated Taxes ($24,915.61); c) 
Requiring Payment of 4 Years of Abated Taxes, and Remaining 8 years of 
Estimated Abated Taxes ($50,244.31); or d) Requiring Payment of 4 Years of 
Abated Taxes, and Remaining 8 Years of Estimated Unabated Taxes 
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CALL TO ORDER 

Invocation & Pledge Of Allegiance – Pastor Brad Shirley, Zion Christian Church 

ROLL CALL 

Mayor Matt Pryor 
Robin Beltramini 
Martin F. Howrylak 
Thomas S. Kaszubski 
David A. Lambert 
Anthony N. Pallotta 
Louise E. Schilling 
 

A-1  Minutes: Special Meeting of February 16, 2002; Regular Meeting of February 18, 
2002 and Special Meeting of February 26, 2002 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the Minutes of the 12:00 PM Special Meeting of February 16, 2002; the 7:30 
PM Regular Meeting of February 18, 2002 and the 7:30 PM Special Meeting of February 26, 
2002 be approved. 
 
Yes: 
No: 

A-2  Presentation: (a) Michigan Concrete Paving Association – Award to the City of 
Troy for the Big Beaver Road Project;  (b) Beaumont Hospitals Volunteers – 
Proclamation of Recognition 

 

CARRYOVER ITEMS – From Regular City Council Meeting of February 18, 2002 
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COUNCIL COMMENTS/REFERRALS 

SOCRRA: 1) Proposed Resolutions Submitted by Mayor Pryor; 2) Memorandum from City 
Management: Re: Clarification of Resolutions Regarding SOCRRA; and 3) Letter from 
Jeffrey A. Bremer-City of Lathrup Village-City Administrator/SOCRRA Chairman 
 
1) Proposed Resolutions Submitted by Mayor Pryor: 
 
(b) Proposed Resolution B 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the City of Troy SOCRRA representative be directed to make a motion that 
SOCRRA hire an outside consultant to perform a study on soccer fields and bike paths for the 
Rochester Hills site and that the consultant be chosen by vote of the SOCRRA Board. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
(c) Proposed Resolution C 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the City of Troy SOCRRA representative be directed to make a motion that 
the smokestacks be removed from Madison Heights. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
(d) Proposed Resolution D 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the Mayor be appointed as the City of Troy delegate to the SOCRRA Board 
for a period of one year from this date. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
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2) Memorandum: Re: Clarification of Council Resolutions Regarding SOCRRA 
 
3) Letter From: Jeffrey A. Bremer-City of Lathrup Village-City Administrator/SOCRRA 

Chairman 

G-21  Memorandum: Re: Request for Study Session to Discuss Use of SOCRRA’s 
Landfill Property in Rochester Hills 

 

VISITORS 

Limited to Visitors present at the Regular City Council Meeting of February 18, 2002 that 
did not have an opportunity to speak during the Visitors Section. 
 
Any person not a member of the Council may address the Council with recognition of 
the Chair, after clearly stating the nature of his/her inquiry.  Any such matter may be 
deferred to another time or referred for study and recommendation upon the request of 
any one Council Member except that by a majority vote of the Council Members, said 
matter may be acted upon immediately.  No person not a member of the Council shall be 
allowed to speak more than twice or longer than five (5) minutes on any question, unless 
so permitted by the Chair. The Council may waive the requirements of this section by a 
majority of the Council Members. (Rules of Procedure for the City Council, Article 15, as 
amended May 7, 2001.) 
 

REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS 

 
G-2 Minutes – Boards and Committees: 
(a) Historic District Commission/Final – November 20, 2001 
(b) Planning Commission/Final – November 27, 2001 
(c) Advisory Committee for Persons with Disabilities/Final – December 5, 2001 
(d) Building Code Board of Appeals/Final – January 2, 2002 
(e) Election Commission/Final – January 3, 2002 
(f) Planning Commission/Final – January 8, 2002 
(g) Parks and Recreation Advisory Board/Draft – January 10, 2002 
(h) Liquor Advisory Committee/Final – January 14, 2002 
(i) Historic District Commission/Draft – January 15, 2002 
(j) Troy Daze/Draft – January 22, 2002 
(k) Advisory Committee for Senior Citizens/Draft – February 7, 2002 
(l) Liquor Advisory Committee/Draft – February 11, 2002 
(m) Election Commission/Draft – February 13, 2002 
 

G-3 Department Reports: 
(a) Permits Issued During the Month of January 2002 
(b) Monthly Financial Report – January 31, 2002 
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G-4 Announcement of Public Hearings: 
(a) Request for Commercial Vehicle Appeal – 5184 Rochester Road – Scheduled for March 

4, 2002 
 
G-5 Proposed Proclamations/Resolutions from Other Organizations: 
(a) City of Rochester Hills – Golf Course in Rochester Hills on SOCRRA’s Landfill Site 
 
 

G-6  Letters of Appreciation: 
(a) Letter to Chief Charles Craft from Steven Alman Thanking Officer Kathy McAtee for Her 

Assistance During an Automobile Accident 
(b) Letter to Chief Charles Craft from Gregory C. Rowe Complimenting Officer Haddad on 

His Professional Conduct 
(c) Letter to Police Department from Fr. Sarhad Jammo and Nick Najjar – St. Joseph 

Catholic Chaldean Church in Appreciation of the Police Department’s Assistance with 
Traffic During Their Christmas Day Celebration 

(d) Letter to Chief Charles Craft from Saad Marouf, Chairman – Chaldean Federation of 
America Complimenting the Excellent Service the Police Department Provides for the 
Chaldean Community in the City of Troy 

(e) Letter to John Szerlag from Jon R. Austin, City Manager-Madison Heights Thanking Him 
for His Willingness to Support the SOCRRA Project For the Restoration of the Oakland 
County Red Oaks Golf Course 

(f) Letter to Sergeant David Swanson from Cindy Stewart on Behalf of Community 
Kaleidoscope Thanking the Troy Police – Crime Prevention Section for Participation in 
the 2002 Community Kaleidoscope 

(g) Letter to Mayor Pryor from Kyung-Yool Kim – Director, Korean Trade Center-Detroit 
Thanking the Mayor for His Continued Support of Their Organization 

 

G-7  Calendar 
 

G-8  Memorandum: Re: Projects Approved for FY 2005 in the Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP) 

 

G-9  Memorandum: Re: Year 2001 Police Department Calls for Service Statistics 
 

G-10  Memorandum: Re: Oakland/Troy Airport 
 

G-11  Memorandum: Re: Taleb v Troy and Neiman Marcus 
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G-12  Memorandum: Re: Sarhan v Troy Police Department 
 

G-13  Memorandum: Re: Audited Franchise Fees Funds Recovered for Years 1995, 1996 
and 1997 

 

G-14  Memorandum: Re: Exclusive Use of Park Open Space 
 

G-15  Memorandum: Re: MDCR (Ex. Rel Aleta B. Curry) v Troy 
 

G-16  Memorandum: Re: Automotive Neon Lighting 
 

G-17  Memorandum: Re: Urban Density/Infill Development Ordinance 
 

G-18  Memorandum: Re: Troy Baptist/Robertson Brothers/Franklin Properties PUD – 
East Side of Rochester Road and South of South Boulevard, Section 1 

 

G-19  Memorandum: Re: Council Request for Information on the Headlee Amendment 
 
- March 4, 2002 Agenda Continued - 

PUBLIC HEARING 

C-1  Osmic Vacation of Existing Industrial Development District, Vacation of Unexpired 
Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate: Resolutions: a) Requiring No Payment 
of Taxes; b) Requiring Payment of 4 Years of Abated Taxes ($24,915.61); c) 
Requiring Payment of 4 Years of Abated Taxes, and Remaining 8 years of 
Estimated Abated Taxes ($50,244.31); or d) Requiring Payment of 4 Years of 
Abated Taxes, and Remaining 8 Years of Estimated Unabated Taxes ($115,862.45) 

 
City Management requests a 5-minute presentation regarding this item. 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by  
Seconded by 
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a) Resolution Requiring No Payment of Taxes- Resolution Declaring that the Terms 
of Letter of Agreement between the City of Troy, and Osmic, Inc., Regarding 
Vacation of the Industrial Development District (IDD), and Abandonment of the 
Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate (IFEC) #97-417, at 1788 Northwood, Troy 
MI 48084, Have Been Fulfilled  

 
WHEREAS, The City Council of the City of Troy had formerly established an Industrial 
Development District (IDD), and granted an Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate (IFEC), 
#97-417, to Osmic, Inc., at 1788 Northwood, Parcel #88-20-28-303-011, more particularly 
described as, Town 2 North, Range 11 East, Section 28, Northwood Industrial Park 
Subdivision, the south 128 feet of Lot 14; and 
 
WHEREAS, In accordance with Public Act 198 of 1974, MCL 207.572, the City Council of the 
City of Troy, and the Petitioner, Osmic, Inc., entered into a Letter of Agreement governing the 
terms of the Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate; and 
 
WHEREAS, Osmic, Inc., has vacated the Industrial Development District (IDD), and 
abandoned the project in the City of Troy, for which the Industrial Facilities Exemption 
Certificate (IFEC) was granted, #97-417, and 
 
WHEREAS, Osmic, Inc., has received approval for an Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate 
(IFEC) from the City Council of Auburn Hills, and 
 
WHEREAS, The City Council of the City of Troy may waive the requirement of the payment of 
any abated taxes, per terms of the Letter of Agreement between Osmic, Inc., and the City of 
Troy. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy hereby 
declares that no payment of abated taxes is required of Osmic, Inc., and 
 
BE IT ALSO RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy hereby declares that the 
terms of the Letter of Agreement between the City of Troy and Osmic, Inc., have been fulfilled; 
and  
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, That the City Clerk shall forward a copy of this resolution to the 
State Tax Commission, of the State of Michigan, by certified mail. 
 
OR 
  
b) Resolution Requiring Payment of 4 years of Abated Taxes-Resolution Declaring 

that the Terms of Letter of Agreement between The City of Troy, and Osmic, Inc., 
Regarding Vacation of the Industrial Development District (IDD), and 
Abandonment of the Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate (IFEC) #97-417, at 
1788 Northwood, Troy MI 48084, Will be Considered Fulfilled Upon Payment of 4 
years of Abated Taxes Established by City Council ($24,915.61)  

 
WHEREAS, The City Council of the City of Troy had formerly established an Industrial 
Development District (IDD), and granted an Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate (IFEC), 
#97-417, to Osmic, Inc., at 1788 Northwood, Parcel #88-20-28-303-011, more particularly 
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described as, Town 2 North, Range 11 East, Section 28, Northwood Industrial Park 
Subdivision, the south 128 feet of Lot 14; and 
 
WHEREAS, In accordance with Public Act 198 of 1974, MCL 207.572, the City Council of the 
City of Troy, and the Petitioner, Osmic, Inc., entered into a Letter of Agreement governing the 
terms of the Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate; and 
 
WHEREAS, Osmic, Inc., has vacated the Industrial Development District (IDD), and 
abandoned the project in the City of Troy, for which the Industrial Facilities Exemption 
Certificate (IFEC) was granted, #97-417, and 
 
WHEREAS, Osmic, Inc., has received approval for an Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate 
(IFEC) from the City Council of Auburn Hills, and 
 
WHEREAS, In accordance with Michigan Compiled Laws 207.571(2), and terms of the Letter 
of Agreement between the City of Troy, and Osmic, Inc., the City Council of the City of Troy 
may require payment of any portion of abated, and unabated taxes for the entire 12 year length 
of the Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate (IFEC),  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy hereby 
declares that the terms of the Letter of Agreement between the City of Troy and Osmic, Inc., 
will have been fulfilled upon payment by Osmic, Inc., by Certified Check, to the Treasurer of the 
City of Troy, the sum of $ 24,915.61, representing 4 years of abated taxes that Osmic, Inc., 
received per terms of the Industrial Facilities exemption Certificate, and  
 
BE IT ALSO RESOLVED, That the City Clerk shall validate this resolution by certifying the date 
of payment of said sum, and forward a copy of this resolution to the State Tax Commission, of 
the State of Michigan, by certified mail. 
 
OR 
 
c) Resolution Requiring Payment of 4 years of Abated Taxes, and Remaining 8 Years 

of Estimated Abated Taxes-Resolution Declaring that the Terms of Letter of 
Agreement between the City of Troy, and Osmic, Inc., Regarding Vacation of the 
Industrial Development District (IDD), and Abandonment of the Industrial Facilities 
Exemption Certificate (IFEC) #97-417, at 1788 Northwood, Troy MI 48084, will be 
Considered Fulfilled Upon Payment of 4 Years of Abated taxes, and Remaining 8 
Years of Estimated Abated Taxes Established by City Council ($50,244.31)  

 
WHEREAS, The City Council of the City of Troy had formerly established an Industrial 
Development District (IDD), and granted an Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate (IFEC), 
#97-417, to Osmic, Inc., at 1788 Northwood, Parcel #88-20-28-303-011, more particularly 
described as, Town 2 North, Range 11 East, Section 28, Northwood Industrial Park 
Subdivision, the south 128 feet of Lot 14; and 
 
WHEREAS, In accordance with Public Act 198 of 1974, MCL 207.572, the City Council of the 
City of Troy, and the Petitioner, Osmic, Inc., entered into a Letter of Agreement governing the 
terms of the Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate; and 
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WHEREAS, Osmic, Inc., has vacated the Industrial Development District (IDD), and 
abandoned the project in the City of Troy, for which the Industrial Facilities Exemption 
Certificate (IFEC) was granted, #97-417, and 
 
WHEREAS, Osmic, Inc., has received approval for an Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate 
(IFEC) from the City Council of Auburn Hills, and 
 
WHEREAS, In accordance with Michigan Compiled Laws 207.571(2), and terms of the Letter 
of Agreement between the City of Troy, and Osmic, Inc., the City Council of the City of Troy 
may require payment of any portion of abated, and unabated taxes for the entire 12 year length 
of the Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate (IFEC),  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy hereby 
declares that the terms of the Letter of Agreement between the City of Troy and Osmic, Inc., 
will have been fulfilled upon payment by Osmic, Inc., by Certified Check, to the Treasurer of the 
City of Troy, the sum of $ 50,244.31, representing 4 years of abated taxes that Osmic, Inc., 
received per terms of the Industrial Facilities exemption Certificate, and the remaining 8 years 
of estimated abated taxes, and 
 
BE IT ALSO RESOLVED, That the City Clerk shall validate this resolution by certifying the date 
of payment of said sum, and forward a copy of this resolution to the State Tax Commission, of 
the State of Michigan, by certified mail. 
  
OR 
  
d) Resolution Requiring Payment of 4 years of Abated Taxes, and Remaining 8 Years 

of Estimated Abated Taxes and the Remaining 8- Years of Estimated Unabated 
Taxes ($115,862.45)-Resolution Declaring that the Terms of Letter of Agreement 
Between The City of Troy, and Osmic, Inc., Regarding Vacation of the Industrial 
Development District (IDD), and Abandonment of the Industrial Facilities 
Exemption Certificate (IFEC) #97-417, at 1788 Northwood, Troy MI 48084, will be 
Considered Fulfilled Upon Payment of 4 Years of Abated taxes, and Remaining 8 
Years of Estimated Abated Taxes, and the Remaining 8 Years of Estimated 
Unabated Taxes Established by City Council  

 
WHEREAS, The City Council of the City of Troy had formerly established an Industrial 
Development District (IDD), and granted an Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate (IFEC), 
#97-417, to Osmic, Inc., at 1788 Northwood, Parcel #88-20-28-303-011, more particularly 
described as, Town 2 North, Range 11 East, Section 28, Northwood Industrial Park 
Subdivision, the south 128 feet of Lot 14; and 
 
WHEREAS, In accordance with Public Act 198 of 1974, MCL 207.572, The City Council of the 
City of Troy, and the Petitioner, Osmic, Inc., entered into a Letter of Agreement governing the 
terms of the Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate; and 
 
WHEREAS, Osmic, Inc., has vacated the Industrial Development District (IDD), and 
abandoned the project in the City of Troy, for which the Industrial Facilities Exemption 
Certificate (IFEC) was granted, #97-417, and 
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WHEREAS, Osmic, Inc., has received approval for an Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate 
(IFEC) from the City Council of Auburn Hills, and 
 
WHEREAS, In accordance with Michigan Compiled Laws 207.571(2), and terms of the Letter 
of Agreement between the City of Troy, and Osmic, Inc., the City Council of the City of Troy 
may require payment of any portion of abated, and unabated taxes for the entire 12 year length 
of the Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate (IFEC),  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy hereby 
declares that the terms of the Letter of Agreement between the City of Troy and Osmic, Inc., 
will have been fulfilled upon payment by Osmic, Inc., by Certified Check, to the Treasurer of the 
City of Troy, the sum of $ 115,862.45, representing 4 years of abated taxes that Osmic, Inc., 
received per terms of the Industrial Facilities exemption Certificate, and the remaining 8 years 
of estimated abated taxes, and the remaining 8 years of estimated unabated taxes, and 
 
BE IT ALSO RESOLVED, That the City Clerk shall validate this resolution by certifying the date 
of payment of said sum, and forward a copy of this resolution to the State Tax Commission, of 
the State of Michigan, by certified mail. 
 
Yes: 
No: 

C-2  Request for Commercial Vehicle Appeal – 5184 Rochester Road 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by  
Seconded by  
 
a) Proposed Resolution for Approval 
 
WHEREAS, Section 44.02.02 of Chapter 39, Zoning, of the Code of the City of Troy provides 
that actions to grant appeals to the restrictions on outdoor parking of commercial vehicles in 
residential districts pursuant to Section 40.66.00 of Chapter 39 of the Code of the City of Troy 
"shall be based upon at least one of the following findings by the City Council: 
 
A.  The occurrence of the subject commercial vehicle on the residential site involved is 

compelled by parties other than the owner or occupant of the subject residential site 
(e.g. employer). 

 
B. Efforts by the applicant have determined that there are no reasonable or feasible 

alternative locations for the parking of the subject commercial vehicle. 
 
C. A garage or accessory building on the subject residential site cannot accommodate, or 

cannot reasonably be constructed or modified to accommodate, the subject commercial 
vehicle. 

 
D. The location available on the residential site for the outdoor parking of the subject 

commercial vehicle is adequate to provide for such parking in a manner which will not 
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negatively impact adjacent residential properties, and will not negatively impact 
pedestrian and vehicular movement along the frontage street(s)."; and 

 
WHEREAS, The City Council of the City of Troy has found that the petitioner has 
demonstrated the presence of the following condition(s), justifying the granting of a variance: 
 
 
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the request from Sead Mesanovic, 5184  
Rochester Road, for waiver of Chapter 39, Section 40.66.00, of the Code of the City of Troy, to 
permit outdoor parking of a Freightliner semi tractor in a residential district is hereby 
APPROVED for  ___________________  (not to exceed two years). 
 
OR 
 
b) Resolution B For Denial 
 
WHEREAS, Section 44.02.02 of Chapter 39, Zoning, of the Code of the City of Troy provides 
that actions to grant appeals to the restrictions on outdoor parking of commercial vehicles in 
residential districts pursuant to Section 40.66.00 of Chapter 39 of the Code of the City of Troy 
"shall be based upon at least one of the following findings by the City Council: 
 
A. The occurrence of the subject commercial vehicle on the residential site involved is 

compelled by parties other than the owner or occupant of the subject residential site 
(e.g. employer). 

 
B. Efforts by the applicant have determined that there are no reasonable or feasible 

alternative locations for the parking of the subject commercial vehicle. 
 
C.  A garage or accessory building on the subject residential site cannot accommodate, or 

cannot reasonably be constructed or modified to accommodate, the subject commercial 
vehicle.  

 
D. The location available on the residential site for the outdoor parking of the subject 

commercial vehicle is adequate to provide for such parking in a manner which will not 
negatively impact adjacent residential properties, and will not negatively impact 
pedestrian and vehicular movement along the frontage street(s)."; and 

 
WHEREAS, The City Council of the City of Troy has not found that the petitioner has 
demonstrated the presence of condition(s), justifying the granting of a variance: 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the request from Sead  Mesanovic, 5184 
Rochester Road, for waiver of Chapter 39, Section 40.66.00, of the Code of the City of Troy, to 
permit outdoor parking of a Freightliner semi tractor in a residential district is hereby DENIED. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
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VISITOR COMMENTS 

Any person not a member of the Council may address the Council with recognition of 
the Chair, after clearly stating the nature of his/her inquiry.  Any such matter may be 
deferred to another time or referred for study and recommendation upon the request of 
any one Council Member except that by a majority vote of the Council Members, said 
matter may be acted upon immediately.  No person not a member of the Council shall be 
allowed to speak more than twice or longer than five (5) minutes on any question, unless 
so permitted by the Chair. The Council may waive the requirements of this section by a 
majority of the Council Members. (Rules of Procedure for the City Council, Article 15, as 
amended May 7, 2001.) 
 
CONSENT AGENDA 

The Consent Agenda includes items of a routine nature and will be approved with one 
motion.  That motion will approve the recommended action for each item on the Consent 
Agenda.  Any Council Member may remove an item from the Consent Agenda and have 
it considered as a separate item.  A member of the audience who wishes to speak in 
opposition to the recommended action for any given Consent Agenda item may do so 
with the approval of a majority vote of City Council.  Any item so removed from the 
Consent Agenda shall be considered after other items on the consent business portion 
of the agenda have been heard. (Rules of Procedure for the City Council, Article 13, as 
amended May 7, 2001.) 

E-1 Approval of Consent Agenda 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That all items as presented on the Consent Agenda are hereby approved as 
presented with the exception of Item(s) _____________, which shall be considered after 
Consent Agenda (E) items, as printed. 
 
Yes: 
No: 

E-2 Part-Time Wage Survey Report and Recommendation for 2002 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
 
RESOLVED That the recommendations presented in the 2002 Part-time Wage Survey 
reported dated February 7, 2002 by the Human Resources Director is hereby approved and a 
copy shall be attached to the original Minutes of this meeting. 
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E-3 Bosco Relocation 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
 
WHEREAS, Artinian, Inc., a Michigan Corporation, Bosco’s Pizza Co., desires to acquire, 
renovate and equip an existing manufacturing facility in the City of Troy; and 
 
WHEREAS, The Company is interested in pursuing the issuance of tax-exempt revenue bonds 
through the Economic Development Corporation (EDC) of the County of Oakland as a means 
of financing its proposed Project and has filed an application for financing assistance with the 
Oakland County EDC; and 
 
WHEREAS, The Oakland County EDC is currently active in assisting qualifying non-
governmental organizations through the entire process if issuing Bonds; and 
 
WHERERAS, Act 338 of the Michigan Public Acts of 1974, as amended, the Economic 
Development Corporations Act requires a waiver of jurisdiction by the governing body of any 
municipality in which a project to be financed under the EDC Act is located if that municipality 
has an Economic Development Corporation and the financing is to be undertaken by a different 
economic development corporation; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That pursuant to the EDC Act, the City Council of the 
City of Troy hereby APPROVES the aforementioned waiver of jurisdiction with respect to the 
Company’s Project to allow the Oakland County EDC jurisdiction to issue Bonds therefore. 

E-4 Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidder – Hauling and Disposal 
of Dirt and Debris 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
 
RESOLVED, That contracts to provide one-year requirements of hauling and disposal services 
of dirt and debris with an option to renew for one additional year are hereby awarded to the 
lowest acceptable bidders, Republic Services and A&B Trucking, at unit prices contained in the 
bid tabulation opened February 8, 2002 at an estimated annual total cost of $100,300.00 a 
copy of which shall be attached to the original Minutes of this meeting. 
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E-5 Load Restrictions 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
 
RESOLVED, That axle load limits of 6,000 pounds per axle and 8,500 pounds per tandem 
assembly are hereby established and imposed upon vehicles traveling upon streets and roads 
of the City of Troy, during periods prescribed in Chapter 94, Axle Load Ordinance, of the Code 
of the City of Troy for “frost law” limitations, which streets are listed in Attachment “A” of a 
report from the Public Works Director dated February 18, 2002 and a copy of said report and 
attachments shall be attached to the original Minutes of this meeting. 

E-6 Request for Acceptance of Watermain Easement - Expert Underwriters’ Building – 
Boland and Goodman – Project No. 00.921.3 – Sidwell #88-20-24-352-045 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
 
RESOLVED, That the Permanent Easement for Watermain from Kenneth R. Boland, Janet E. 
Boland, William M. Goodman and Martha J. Goodman, doing business as JKMW Investments, 
and being part of property having Sidwell #88-20-24-352-045, is accepted; and the City Clerk is 
hereby directed to record said documents with the Oakland County Register of Deeds, a copy 
of which shall be attached to the original Minutes of this meeting. 

E-7 Request for Acceptance of Permanent Easement for Storm Drain/Sewer – Olympia 
Rear Yard Drain – Sidwell #88-20-28-431-002 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
 
RESOLVED, That the Permanent Easement from Michael E. Sackner and Beverly J. Sackner, 
being part of property having Sidwell #88-20-28-431-002, is hereby accepted for the 
construction, operation, maintenance and repair of public storm drain; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the City Clerk is hereby directed to record said document 
with the Oakland County Register of Deeds, a copy of which shall be attached to the original 
Minutes of this meeting. 

E-8 Standard Purchasing Resolution 3: Exercise Renewal Option – Transit Mixed 
Concrete 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
 
WHEREAS, On May 7, 2001, one-year contracts with an option to renew for one additional 
year to provide transit mixed concrete was awarded to the low bidders, Superior Redi-Mix, Inc. 
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the primary contractor and Van Horn Concrete, the secondary contractor (Resolution #2001-
05-232-E-5); and 
 
WHEREAS, Superior Redi-Mix, Inc. as the primary contractor has agreed to exercise the one-
year option to renew under the same prices, terms, and conditions; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the option to renew the contract is hereby 
exercised with Superior Redi-Mix, Inc., the primary contractor, to provide transit mixed concrete 
under the same contract prices, terms, and conditions for an additional one year, to expire April 
30, 2003. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, The contract with Van Horn Concrete will expire on April 30, 
2002, and not be renewed. 

E-9 Request for Special Event to be Held on Civic Center Grounds 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
 
RESOLVED, That the request from Southeast Michigan Chapter of the March of Dimes for 
temporary suspension of Chapter 26, Parks-General Regulations, Section 3.1.(2), of the Code 
of the City of Troy, to permit placement of tents, food tables, porta johns, the Oakland County 
“Showmobile” and inflatable rides, on the Civic Center site at the Troy Aquatic Center on April 
28, 2002 in conjunction with a fundraising walk is hereby approved. 

E-10 Bid Rejection for SBP 01-47 – Soil Remediation and Waterproofing at Caswell 
House 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
 
RESOLVED, That all bids for SBP 01-47, Soil Remediation and Waterproofing of Caswell 
House, opened February 6, 2002 are hereby rejected due to revisions required in the bid 
document. The project will be re-bid immediately upon receipt of the revisions from the 
consultant for this project. 

E-11 Request to Purchase Right-of-Way for John R Sidewalk – Project #00.601.5 Laurel 
to Jeffrey – Parcels #88-20-12-152-003 & 004, and #88-20-12-152-005 and #88-20-
12-152-038 

 
a) Proposed Resolution A 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
 
RESOLVED, That the Agreement to Purchase between Aurel and Felicia Buia, and the City of 
Troy, having Sidwell #88-20-12-152-003, for the acquisition of right-of-way for the proposed 
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John R Sidewalk Project #00.601.5, is hereby approved and authorization is granted to 
purchase the property in the Agreement in the amount of $14,791.00 plus closing costs. 
 
b) Proposed Resolution B 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
 
RESOLVED, That the Agreement to Purchase between Aurel and Felicia Buia, and the City of 
Troy, having Sidwell #88-20-12-152-004, for the acquisition of right-of-way for the proposed 
John R Sidewalk Project #00.601.5, is hereby approved and authorization is granted to 
purchase the property in the Agreement in the amount of $16,255.00 plus closing costs. 
 
c) Proposed Resolution C 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
 
RESOLVED, That the Agreement to Purchase between Richard L. Long and M’Lisa Long, and 
the City of Troy, having Sidwell #88-20-12-152-005, for the acquisition of right-of-way for the 
proposed John R Sidewalk Project #00.601.5, is hereby approved and authorization is granted 
to purchase the property in the Agreement in the amount of $18,844.00 plus closing costs. 
 
d) Proposed Resolution D 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
 
RESOLVED, That the Agreement to Purchase between Dennis Sherman and Teresa 
Sherman, and the City of Troy, having Sidwell #88-20-12-152-038, for the acquisition of right-
of-way for the proposed John R Sidewalk Project #00.601.5, is hereby approved and 
authorization is granted to purchase the property in the Agreement in the amount of $39,409.63 
plus closing costs. 

E-12 Request to Waive Parking Restrictions 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
 
RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy does hereby waive the NO PARKING 
restrictions on the west side of Donaldson Street from Square Lake Road to Cotswold Street, 
on March 7, 2002, between the hours of 12:30 pm and 9:30 pm, March 16, 2002, between 7:30 
am and 12:00 pm, and June 7, 2002, 12:00 pm and 3:30 pm. 
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E-13 Request for Approval to Pay Business Relocation Claim – Robert L. Montgomery – 
Proposed Fire Station #3 Expansion – 2300 West Big Beaver Road, Suite #6 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
 
RESOLVED, That as required by Michigan Laws and Federal Guidelines, the City Council of 
the City of Troy hereby authorizes payment for relocation benefits for Moving Allowance, 
Searching Expenses and Re-establishment Expenses in an amount not to exceed $4,000.00 to 
R.L. Montgomery, the business being displaced from property at 2300 West Big Beaver Road, 
Suite #6. 

E-14 Amended Resolution for Two Step License Transfers by 2875 Maple, LLC and Full 
Service Dining, Inc. 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
 
RESOLVED, That the request from 2875 Maple, LLC, to transfer ownership of 1997 Class C 
licensed business with Dance Permit and Official Permit (Food), from Laurie Management, 
LLC, be considered for approval. It is the consensus of this legislative body that the application 
be recommended for issuance. 
 

REGULAR BUSINESS 

Persons interested in addressing City Council on items, which appear on the printed 
Agenda, may do so at the time the item is discussed. For those addressing City Council, 
time may be limited to not more than twice nor longer than five (5) minutes on any 
question, unless so permitted by the Chair, in accordance with the Rules of Procedure of 
the City Council, Article 6, as amended May 7, 2001.  Persons interested in addressing 
City Council on items, which are not on the printed Agenda, may do so under the last 
item of the Regular Business (F) Section. 

F-1 Appointments to Boards and Committees: (a) Advisory Committee for Persons 
with Disabilities; (b) Historic District Commission; (c) Library Committee; (d) 
Liquor Committee; (e) Planning Commission; and (f) Traffic Committee 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the following persons are hereby appointed by the City Council to serve on 
the Boards and Committees as indicated: 
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(a) Advisory Committee for Persons with Disabilities Council Appointment 
 
          Alternate Term expires 11-01-2003 
 
 
(b) Historic District Commission Council Appointment 
 
         Term Expires 03-01-2004 
 
         Term Expires 03-01-2005 
 
         Term Expires 03-01-2005 
 
(c) Library Committee Council Appointment  
 
___________________________Student Rep Term Expires 07-01-2002 
 
(d) Liquor Committee Council Appointment 
 
         Student Rep Term Expires 07-01-2002  
 
         Unexpired Term Expires 01-31-2003 
 
(e) Planning Commission Mayor, Council Approval 
 
         Term Expires 12-31-2004  
 
(f) Traffic Committee Council Appointment 
 
         Student Rep Term Expires 07-01-2002  
 
Yes: 
No: 

F-2 Closed Session – No Closed Session Requested 
 

F-3 Contract Ratification – Michigan Association of Police (MAP Clerical and Non-
Sworn Police Personnel)  

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That a collective bargaining agreement between the City of Troy and MAP for the 
period of July 1, 2001 through June 30, 2004 is hereby ratified by the City Council of the City of 
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Troy, the Employer, and the Mayor and City Clerk are authorized to execute the final 
agreement. 
 
Yes: 
No: 

F-4 Change Order to Contract with Redstone Architects, Inc. for Preparation of 
Alternative Site Plans for the Police/Fire Administration Building Addition 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That a change order be approved to the contract with Redstone Architects, Inc. 
for preparation of alternative site plans for the Police/Fire Administration Building addition in the 
amount of $3,255.70, for work performed that is beyond the scope of the original contract 
approved by City Council on September 10, 2001 via Resolution #2001-09-455. 
 
Yes: 
No: 

F-5 Community Center Ribbon Cutting/Dedication 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the Troy Community Center dedication ceremony is scheduled for Monday, 
March 25, 2002 at 10:00 am or for ___________, _______________ at ______ am. 
 
Yes: 
No: 

F-6 Purchase of Camera Equipment for City Council Boardroom 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
WHEREAS, On May 7, 2001, Troy City Council approved a contract to furnish and install a 
remote camera system for City Council Boardroom to the low bidder, Thalner Electronic 
Laboratories (Resolution #2001-05-231); and 
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WHEREAS, Thalner Electronic Laboratories will hold their bid prices for a complete remote 
camera system in the City Council Boardroom (Appendix I); 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That a contract to provide a remote camera system 
in the City Council Boardroom is hereby awarded to Thalner Electronics Laboratories for an 
estimated total cost of $46,080.00. 
 
Yes: 
No: 

F-7 Traffic Committee Recommendations 
 
a) Recommend Not Restricting Parking On Niagara between John R and Eagle Dr. 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That parking not be restricted on both sides of Niagara between John R and 
Eagle Dr. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
b) Recommend No Changes at Kirts and Troy Center 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That no changes be made to the intersection of Kirts and Troy Center. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
c) Recommend Parking Not be Restricted on the Both Sides of Lanergan 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That parking not be restricted on the both sides of Lanergan, west of Adams. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
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F-8 a) Request for Authorization to Make Unconditioned Offer to Purchase 35 Feet of 
Additional Right-of-Way for Donaldson Road Storm Drain, and Proper Street 
Alignment with Paving – Dennis Powers Drain Project and Donaldson Paving 
Project – Parcel #88-20-03-103-004; and b) Request for Authorization for City 
Attorney to Institute Court Action if Necessary – James A. Lawor and Lana Lawor 
– Parcel #88-20-03-103-004 

 
a) Request for Authorization to Make Unconditioned Offer 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
WHEREAS, In order to proceed on schedule with the Dennis Powers Drain Project and 
Donaldson Road Alignment and Paving Project, it is necessary for the City to obtain the east 
35-feet from a parcel owned by James A. Lawor and Lana Lawor, having a parcel identification 
number of #88-20-03-103-004. 
 
BE IT RESOLVED, That the Real Estate and Development Department is hereby authorized to 
make an unconditioned offer for $51,380.00, the appraised value, plus closing costs. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
b) Request for Authorization to Institute Court Action if Necessary 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
WHEREAS, In order to proceed on schedule with the Dennis Powers Drain Project and 
Donaldson Road Alignment and Paving Project, it is necessary for the City to obtain the east 
35-feet from a parcel owned by James A. Lawor and Lana Lawor, having a parcel identification 
number of #88-20-03-103-004. 
 
BE IT RESOLVED, That the City Attorney is hereby authorized, if necessary, to institute 
condemnation litigation and to expand necessary funds expedient for the prosecution of such 
proceeding or settlement of such claims on proceedings by and with the express approval of 
this Council. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
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F-9 Request for Sign Placement – 500 W. Big Beaver 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the request from the Troy Community Coalition to permit placement of one 
banner, one-hundred square feet in size, at City Hall, 500 West Big Beaver, is hereby approved 
from March 17, through March 23, 2002, in conjunction with Inhalant Awareness Week in 
accordance with Section 14.01 (2) of Chapter 78 of the City Code. 
 
Yes: 
No: 

F-10 Federal Grant for Stream Bank Stabilization of Firefighter’s Park 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
WHEREAS, The City of Troy applied for and received a Certificate of Coverage from the 
Michigan Department of Environmental Quality for the Watershed Based Storm Water Permit; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, The Streambank Stabilization Project in Firefighter’s Park was listed as part of the 
efforts to restore the Rouge River in the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Initiative of the 
Watershed Based Storm Water Permit; and 
 
WHEREAS, The City of Troy obtained grant funding for the Streambank Stabilization Project in 
Firefighter’s Park from the Rouge River National Wet Weather Demonstration Project and 
Wayne County. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the agreement between Wayne County and the 
City of Troy for the Streambank Stabilization Project is hereby approved with the City share 
being $61,500.00 of the total $123,000.00 project cost and the Mayor and the City Clerk are 
hereby authorized to execute the Inter-Agency Agreement documents. The City of Troy’s share 
will be funded by the Capital Drains account. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
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F-11 Request for Approval to Pay for Revisions to Scope of Work and a Billing 
Adjustment by NTH Consultants, Ltd. For Environmental Testing and Evaluation of 
all Properties Associated with the Proposed Section 1 Golf Course 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That per the detailed report of work performed by NTH Consultants, Ltd. related 
to environmental testing and evaluation of all properties associated with the proposed Section 1 
golf course, payment for revisions to the scope of work and a billing adjustment are approved 
for the following amounts: 
 

1) Phase I and II Environmental Site Assessment, in the amount of $2,500.00; 
2) Preliminary Assessment of the Fons and Northeast Landfills in Section 1, in the 

amount of $10,700.00; and 
3) Further Environmental Study on the proposed Property Slated for Purchase from the 

Troy School District, in the amount of $11,000.00 
 
Yes: 
No: 

F-12 Indemnification Agreement – Troy Golf LLC 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the Indemnification and Hold Harmless Agreement between the City of Troy, 
Owner and Troy Golf, LLC, Design/Builder, is hereby approved; the Mayor and City Clerk are 
authorized to execute the documents, and a copy shall be attached to the original Minutes of 
this meeting. 
 
Yes: 
No: 

F-13 Peacock Farms 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
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a) Proposed Resolution 
 
RESOLVED, That the City Attorney’s Office is authorized to file suit against the Peacocks for 
expansion of non-conforming use, and to prosecute all pending matters. 
 
OR 
 
b) Proposed Alternate Resolution 
 
RESOLVED, That the Agreement between the City of Troy and Gerald and Merilyn Peacock, 
with the addition of the requirement that the Peacock’s shall construct a concrete wall on the 
south property line on or before July 2002, is hereby approved, and the Mayor and City Clerk 
are authorized to execute the document, and a copy of the revised agreement is to be attached 
to the original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS/REFERRALS 
 
VISITORS 

Any person not a member of the Council who have not addressed Council during the 1st 
Visitors Comments may address the Council with recognition of the Chair, after clearly 
stating the nature of his/her inquiry.  Any such matter may be deferred to another time or 
referred for study and recommendation upon the request of any one Council Member 
except that by a majority vote of the Council Members, said matter may be acted upon 
immediately.  No person not a member of the Council shall be allowed to speak more 
than twice or longer than five (5) minutes on any question, unless so permitted by the 
Chair. The Council may waive the requirements of this section by a majority of the 
Council Members. (Rules of Procedure for the City Council, Article 5 (16) and Article 15, 
as amended May 7, 2001.) 
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REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS 

G-1 Proposed City of Troy Proclamation: 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2002-03- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the following City of Troy Proclamation, be approved: 
(a) Beaumont Hospital’s Volunteers – Proclamation of Recognition 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 
G-2 Minutes – Boards and Committees: 

(a) Employees’ Retirement System Board of Trustees/Final – January 9, 2002 
(b) Library Advisory Board/Final – January 10, 2002 
(c) Parks and Recreation Advisory Board/Final – January 10, 2002 
(d) Board of Zoning Appeals/Final – January 15, 2002 
(e) Troy Historical Commission/Draft – January 22, 2002 
(f) Advisory Committee for Persons with Disabilities/Draft – February 6, 2002 
(g) Building Code Board of Appeals/Draft – February 6, 2002 
(h) Employees’ Retirement System Board of Trustee/Draft – February 13, 2002 
(i) Library Advisory Board/Draft – February 14, 2002 

) 

G-3 Department Reports: 
 

G-4 Announcement of Public Hearings: 
(a) Proposed Rezoning from R-1E to P-1– Grace Christian Learning Center – Scheduled for 

March 18, 2002 
 
 
G-5 Proposed Proclamations/Resolutions from Other Organizations: 
 

G-6  Letters of Appreciation: 
(a) Letter to Officer Pete Pizzorni from Senator Shirley Johnson Congratulating Him for His 

Work With the Metropolitan Detroit Identity Fraud Task Force and For Receiving the 
U.S. Department of Justice’s Directors Award 
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G-7  Calendar 
 

G-8  Memorandum: Re: City Council’s Resolution Regarding Telly’s Greenhouse 
 

G-9  Letter from Ron Hynd-City of Troy Landscape Analyst to Doris Schucter-Troy 
Garden Club on Behalf of the City of Troy in Appreciation of the Garden Club’s 
Support of Arbor Day 

 

G-10  Troy Citizens Petition Re: Civic Center Site 
 

G-11  Memorandum: Re: Request for Warehouse Sale – Believe Enterprises, Inc. – 1715 
Larchwood, Suite A 

 

G-12  Memorandum: Re: Resident Inquiry: Abbotsford Parc Tree Preservation Permit 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
John Szerlag, City Manager 
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A Special Meeting of the Troy City Council Meeting was called to order at 12:00 P.M. Saturday, 
February 16, 2002 by Mayor Matt Pryor in the Lower Level Conference Room at City Hall, 500 
W. Big Beaver Road.  Due to lack of quorum, the Special Meeting was canceled. 

ROLL CALL 

PRESENT: Mayor Matt Pryor  
ABSENT: Robin E. Beltramini 

Martin F. Howrylak  
Thomas S. Kaszubski 
David A. Lambert  
Anthony N. Pallotta 
Louise E. Schilling  

 

I-75/Crooks Road/Long Lake Road Interchange Project Discussion 
 
 
 
 
 
 
      __________________________________________ 

Matt Pryor, Mayor 
 
 
      __________________________________________ 
      Barbara A. Holmes, Deputy City Clerk 
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A Regular Meeting of the Troy City Council was held Monday, February 18, 2002, at City Hall, 
500 W. Big Beaver Road. Mayor Pro Tem Thomas Kaszubski called the Meeting to order at 
7:40 P.M. 

INVOCATION AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  

The Invocation was given by – Pastor Doug Schmidt, Troy Baptist Church and the Pledge of 
Allegiance to the Flag was given. 

ROLL CALL 

PRESENT: Mayor Matt Pryor (arrived 7:46 PM) 
Robin E. Beltramini 
Martin F. Howrylak 
Thomas S. Kaszubski 
David A. Lambert 
Anthony N. Pallotta  
Louise E. Schilling 

A-1  Minutes: Regular Meeting of February 4, 2002 
 
Resolution #2002-02-074 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Lambert 
 
RESOLVED, That the Minutes of the 7:30 PM Regular Meeting of February 4, 2002 be 
approved as amended. 
 
Yes:  All -7 

A-2  Presentations were given by Lusi Fang – Troy High Student/CATV Committee Student 
Representative regarding formation of the new Troy Youth Council; and Charlie 
Langdon, Vice President of the Community Media Network, regarding the network’s 
Public Access Channel programs. 
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PUBLIC HEARING 

C-1   Public Hearing for Paving of Donaldson SAD No. #01.111.1 
 
Resolution #2002-02-075 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Schilling 
 
WHEREAS, The City Council has caused Special Assessment Roll No. 01.111.1 to be 
prepared for the purpose of defraying the Special Assessment District’s portion of the following 
described public improvement in the City of Troy: 
 
Bituminous Paving of Donaldson, South Boulevard South to Lovell; and 
 
WHEREAS, The City Council and the City Assessor have met after due legal notice and have 
reviewed said Special Assessment Roll and have heard all persons interested in said Special 
Assessment Roll appearing at said hearing; and 
 
WHEREAS, The City Council is satisfied with said Special Assessment Roll as prepared by the 
City Assessor; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That Special Assessment Roll No. 01.111.1 in the 
amount of $75,439.98 is hereby confirmed as prepared by the City Assessor, a copy of which 
shall be attached to, and become a part of the original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
Yes: Beltramini, Kaszubski, Lambert, Pallotta, Schilling, Pryor 
No: Howrylak 

C-2  Rezoning – Boys and Girls Club of Troy, Southeast Corner of Long Lake and John 
R, Section 13, R-1C to B-3 & E-P 

 
Resolution #2002-02-076 
Moved by Schilling  
Seconded by Kaszubski 
 
RESOLVED, That the R-1C to B-3 and E-P rezoning request for the Boys & Girls Club of Troy 
located on the southeast corner of Long Lake Road and John R., 3.4 acres, Section 13, is 
hereby approved, as recommended by City Management. 
 
Yes: All-7  
 
 
VISITOR COMMENTS 

CONSENT AGENDA 

RECESS 8:30 PM – 8:50 PM 
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E-1 Approval of Consent Agenda 
 
Resolution #2002-02-077 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Kaszubski 
 
RESOLVED, That all items as presented on the Consent Agenda are hereby approved as 
presented with the exception of Item E-10, which shall be considered after Consent Agenda (E) 
items, as printed. 
 
Yes: All-7  

E-2 Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidder – Standard and 
Compound Water Meters 

 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-2 
 
RESOLVED, That a contract to provide one-year requirements of Standard and Compound 
Water Meters with an option to renew for one additional year is hereby awarded to the sole 
bidder, SLC Meter Service, Inc., at unit prices contained in the bid tabulation opened January 
23, 2002, at an estimated annual total cost of $141,106.00, a copy of which shall be attached 
to the original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the award includes additional cable at $.07 per foot and 
Neptune meter replacement parts at a discount of 10% off list. 

E-3 Standard Purchasing Resolution 4: State of Michigan Extended Purchasing 
Agreements – Fleet Vehicles 

 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-3 
 
RESOLVED, That a contract to provide fleet vehicles through the State of Michigan Extended 
Purchasing Agreement with Snethkamp’s Lansing Dodge is hereby awarded at an estimated 
total cost of $120,203.46. 
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E-4 Standard Purchasing Resolution 4: Oakland County Cooperative Purchasing 
Agreements – Fleet Vehicles 

 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-4 
 
RESOLVED, That contracts to provide fleet vehicles through Oakland County Cooperative 
Purchasing Agreements with Red Holman Pontiac, Signature Ford L-M Jeep Eagle, Galena’s 
Van Dyke Dodge, Golling Chrysler Jeep Inc., and Buff Whelan Chevrolet are hereby awarded 
at an estimated total cost of $172,971.29. 

E-5 Standard Purchasing Resolution 4: State of Michigan Extended Purchasing 
Agreements – Truck Cab and Chassis with Flat Bed 

 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-5 
 
RESOLVED, That a contract to purchase one (1) Truck Cab and Chassis with a Flat Bed Body 
through the State of Michigan Extended Purchasing Agreement with Bill Snethkamp’s Lansing 
Dodge is hereby awarded at an estimated total cost of $24,119.78. 

E-6 Request for Approval to Pay Business Relocation Claim – World Wide Travel 
Bureau, Inc. – Proposed Fire Station #3 Expansion – 2300 West Big Beaver Road, 
Suites #7 and #8 

 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-6 
 
RESOLVED, That as required by Michigan Laws and Federal Guidelines, the City Council of 
the City of Troy hereby authorizes payment for relocation benefits on a fixed payment basis in 
the amount of $20,000.00 to World Wide Travel Bureau, Inc., the business being displaced 
from property at 2300 West Big Beaver Road, Suites #7 and #8. 

E-7 Request for Renewal of Membership in the Traffic Improvement Association of 
Oakland County 

 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-7 
 
RESOLVED, That the City Council hereby authorizes renewal of the City of Troy’s membership 
in the Traffic Improvement Association, at a cost to the City of $22,300.00. Funds are available 
in the 2001-2002 Traffic Engineering Budget, Account No. 446.7958. 

E-8 Request for Sign Placement – 500 W. Big Beaver 
 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-8 
 
RESOLVED, That the request from the Boys & Girls Club of Troy to permit placement of one 
banner, one-hundred square feet in size, at City Hall, 500 West Big Beaver from February 22, 
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through March 2, 2002 in conjunction with their annual Taste of Troy event is hereby approved 
in accordance with Section1 4.01 (2) of Chapter 78 of the City Code. 

E-9 Compensation for City Manager 
 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-9 
 
RESOLVED, That the salary of the City Manager shall be $123,705.00 per year, effective 
January 1, 2002, and the City Manager shall continue to be included in the “exempt” class and 
be provided the fringe benefits for this class. 

E-11 Act 51 Mileage Certification for 2001 
 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-11 
 
WHEREAS, It is necessary to furnish certain information to the State of Michigan to place 
streets within the city street system for the purpose of obtaining funds under Act 51, P.A. 1951, 
as amended; and 
 
WHEREAS, That the City of Troy hereby accepts the following platted streets: Ashbury, Fadi, 
Marcus, Parasol, Portobello, Provincial, Rhode Island, Rothwell, Salma, and Wardlow; and 
 
RESOLVED, That the City of Troy hereby accepts the non-platted streets of Cedar Knoll, 
Edgewater, Rabeen, Sandalwood, and Windmill whose legal descriptions are attached and 
made a part hereto; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That said streets are located within the City of Troy; right-of-way 
is under the control of the City of Troy; said streets are public streets and are for public street 
purposes; and said streets are accepted into the City of Troy local street system. 

E-12 Application for New SDD License by 7-ELEVEN Corporation: (a) License Transfer 
and (b) Agreement 

 
(a) License Transfer 
 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-12a 
 
RESOLVED, That the request from 7-ELEVEN, INC., for new Specially Designated Distributor 
(SDD) license, to be held in conjunction with existing 2001 Specially Designated Merchant 
(SDM) licensed business located at 2891 Crooks - Troy, MI 48084, Oakland County [MLCC 
REF# 137558]; be considered for approval. It is the consensus of this legislative body that the 
application be recommended for issuance. 
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(b) Agreement 
 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-12b 
 
WHEREAS, The City Council of the City of Troy deems it necessary to enter agreements with 
applicants for liquor licenses for the purpose of providing civil remedies to the City of Troy in 
the event licensees fail to adhere to Troy Codes and Ordinances; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy hereby 
approves an agreement with 7-ELEVEN, INC., which shall become effective upon approval of 
the new Specially Designated Distributor (SDD) license, located at 2891 Crooks - Troy, MI 
48084, Oakland County; and the Mayor and City Clerk are authorized to execute the document, 
a copy of which shall be attached to the original Minutes of this meeting. 

E-13 Application for (2 Step) Class C License Transfers by 2875 Maple, LLC and Full 
Service Dining, Inc. (Papa Vino’s): (a) License Transfer and (b) Agreement 

 
(a) License Transfer 
 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-13a 
 
RESOLVED, That the request from Full Service Dining, Inc., to transfer ownership of 1997 
Class C licensed business with Dance Permit and Official Permit (Food), from 2875 Maple, 
LLC, and transfer location to Midtown Square Shopping Center, and add new SDM, be 
considered for approval. It is the consensus of this legislative body that the application be 
recommended for issuance. 
 
(b) Agreement 
 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-13b 
 
WHEREAS, The City Council of the City of Troy deems it necessary to enter agreements with 
applicants for liquor licenses for the purpose of providing civil remedies to the City of Troy in 
the event licensees fail to adhere to Troy Codes and Ordinances; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy hereby 
approves an agreement with Full Service Dining, Inc., which shall become effective upon 
approval of the transfer ownership of 1997 Class C licensed business with Dance Permit and 
Official Permit (Food), from 2875 Maple, LLC, and transfer location to Midtown Square 
Shopping Center, and add new SDM; and the Mayor and City Clerk are authorized to execute 
the document, a copy of which shall be attached to the original Minutes of this meeting. 



CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - DRAFT         February 18, 2002 
 

- 7 - 

E-14 Revised Telecommunications Permit 
 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-14 
 
RESOLVED, That the Revised Telecommunications Agreement between the City of Troy and 
Metropolitan Fiber Systems of Detroit, Inc., is hereby approved, as recommended by the City 
Attorney, and the Mayor and City Clerk are authorized to execute the document. A copy of the 
agreement shall be attached to the original Minutes of this meeting. 

E-15 Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidder – Granite Marker – Beach 
Road Cemetery 

 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-15 
 
RESOLVED, That a contract to provide and install one (1) granite marker at Beach Road 
Cemetery is hereby awarded to the sole bidder, Fenton Memorials & Vaults, at an estimated 
total cost of $12,000.00. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the award is contingent upon the contractor submission of 
properly executed bid documents, including any bonds, insurance certificates and all other 
specified requirements. 

E-16 Sole Source – Animal Transport Unit and Accessories 
 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-16 
 
WHEREAS, Schroer Manufacturing Company is the sole source provider of Shor-Line Animal 
Transport Units and Accessories; and 
 
WHEREAS, The equipment currently being used is unable to fit in the new Animal Control 
Truck; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That a contract is hereby awarded to Schroer 
Manufacturing Company, the sole source provider for Shor-Line Animal Transport Units and 
accessories at an estimated total cost of $11,972.00, which includes freight. 

E-17 Standard Purchasing Resolution 3: Exercise Renewal Option – Senior Newsletter 
Printing 

 
Resolution #2002-02-077-E-17 
 
WHEREAS, On February 19, 2001, a one-year contract with an option to renew for one 
additional year for printing the senior newsletter was awarded to Advance Print and Design 
(Resolution #2001-02-103-E-4); and 
 
WHEREAS, Advance Print and Design has agreed to exercise the one-year option to renew 
under the same pricing, terms, and conditions; 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the option to renew the contract is hereby 
exercised with Advance Print and Design to provide printing of the senior newsletter under the 
same contract prices, terms, and conditions for one year, to expire February 19, 2003. 

E-18 M&B Concrete Construction Inc. v Cleveland Construction, Inc., et. al. 

Resolution #2002-02-077-E-18 
RESOLVED, That the City Attorney is hereby authorized and directed to represent the City of 
Troy in any and all claims and damages in the matter of M&B Concrete Construction, Inc. v 
Cleveland Construction, Inc., et. al, and to retain any necessary expert witnesses and outside 
legal counsel to adequately represent the City. 
 

ITEM TAKEN OUT OF ORDER 

E-10 Request to Set Public Hearings for: (a) Plant Rehabilitation District at 1783 E 14 
Mile Rd. and (b) Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate at 1783 E 14 Mile Rd. 

 
(a)  Plant Rehabilitation District at 1783 E 14 Mile Rd. 
 
Resolution #2002-02-078a 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Kaszubski 
 
RESOLVED, That a Public Hearing is hereby scheduled for Monday, March 18, 2002, to 
consider the request from Tire Wholesalers Company, Inc., for the establishment of a Plant 
Rehabilitation District at 1783 E 14 Mile Rd.- Troy, MI – Parcel #88-20-36-476-037. 
 
Yes: Lambert, Pallotta, Schilling, Pryor, Beltramini, Kaszubski 
No: Howrylak 
 
(b) Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate at 1783 E 14 Mile Rd. 
 
Resolution #2002-02-078b 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Kaszubski 
 
RESOLVED, That a Public Hearing is hereby scheduled for Monday, March 18, 2002 to 
consider the Application for an Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate from Tire Wholesalers 
Company, Inc., at 1783 E 14 Mile Rd. – Troy, MI – Parcel #88-20-36-476-037. 
 
Yes: Lambert, Pallotta, Schilling, Pryor, Beltramini, Kaszubski 
No: Howrylak 
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REGULAR BUSINESS 

F-1 Appointments to Boards and Committees:  (a) Board of Canvassers; (b) Board of 
Review; (c) Historic District Commission; (d) Library Committee (e) Liquor 
Committee; (f) Planning Commission; and (g) Traffic Committee 

 
Resolution #2002-02-079 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Howrylak 
 
RESOLVED, That the following persons are hereby appointed by the City Council to serve on 
the Boards and Committees as indicated: 
 
(a)Board of Canvassers  Council Approval  
 
   Gloria Inglehart    Unexpired Term Expires 12-31-2003  
 
   Gary Kohut     Term Expires 12-31-2005  
 
(b) Board of Review    Mayor, Council Approval  
 
    Eileen Turner                              Term Expires 01-31-2005 
 
Yes: All-7  
 
Appointments Carried-Over as Item F-1 on the Next Regular City Council Meeting 
Agenda Scheduled for March 4, 2002: 
 
(c) Historic District Commission Council Appointment 
 
         Term Expires 03-01-2004 
 
(d) Library Committee Council Appointment  
 
___________________________Student Rep Term Expires 07-01-2002 
 
(e) Liquor Committee Council Appointment 
 
         Student Rep Term Expires 07-01-2002  
 
         Unexpired Term Expires 01-31-2003 
 
(f) Planning Commission Mayor, Council Approval 
 
         Term Expires 12-31-2004  
 
(g) Traffic Committee Council Appointment 
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         Student Rep Term Expires 07-01-2002  

F-2 Closed Session  
 
(a) Resolution A 
 
Resolution #2002-02-080 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Schilling 
 
RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy shall meet in Closed Session as 
permitted by State Statute MCLA 15.268, Section (e) Troy v Corkum and Troy v Flynn,  
after adjournment of this meeting. 
 
Yes: All-7  
 
(b)  Proposed Resolution B 
 
Resolution #2002-02-081 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Schilling 
 
RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy shall meet in Closed Session as 
permitted by State Statute MCLA 15.268, Section (c), after adjournment of this meeting. 
 
Yes: Pallotta, Schilling 
No: Pryor, Beltramini, Howrylak, Kaszubski, Lambert 
 
MOTION FAILED 

F-3 Easement Access for Improvements to the Fetterly Drain 
 
Resolution #2002-02-082 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Beltramini 
 
RESOLVED, That the City of Troy grants approval to access the Fetterly Drain easement 
across city-owned property adjacent to Jaycee Park, subject to review and approval by the City 
of Troy, Oakland County Drain Commission, and Michigan Department of Environmental 
Quality of site engineering plans meeting all applicable state and local laws, ordinances, and 
design requirements, including state wetland regulation; approval is also subject to City access 
to property impacted by the Fetterly Drain improvements in order to inventory existing wetlands 
and assurance that impacts to state-regulated wetlands are eliminated or mitigated to the 
satisfaction of the City and the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality. 
Yes: Beltramini, Lambert, Pallotta, Pryor 
No: Howrylak, Kaszubski, Schilling 
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MOTION CARRIED 

F-4 Request to Establish a Public Hearing for the Appeal of Dangerous Building 
Determination – Accessory Structure at 1800 E. Long Lake – Parcel #88-20-14-226-
003 

 
Resolution #2002-02- 
Moved by Pallotta  
Seconded by Kaszubski  
 
RESOLVED, That a Public Hearing is hereby established for Monday, March 4, 2002 to 
consider the request of Mr. Grant Norris, to appeal the Building Department’s determination 
that the accessory structure located on the site of 1800 E. Long Lake, Troy, Michigan on Parcel 
#88-20-14-226-003 is a dangerous building pursuant to the definitions of Section 5.3 (d) and 
(e) of Chapter 82-B of the Troy City Code. 
 
Vote on Amendment 
 
Resolution #2002-02-083 
Moved by Pallotta  
Seconded by Kaszubski  
 
RESOLVED, That Monday, March 4, 2002 be stricken and Monday, April 8, 2002 be inserted. 
 
Yes: All-7  
 
Vote on Amended Resolution 
 
Resolution #2002-02-084 
Moved by Pallotta  
Seconded by Kaszubski  
 
RESOLVED, That a Public Hearing is hereby established for Monday, April 8, 2002 to consider 
the request of Mr. Grant Norris, to appeal the Building Department’s determination that the 
accessory structure located on the site of 1800 E. Long Lake, Troy, Michigan on Parcel #88-20-
14-226-003 is a dangerous building pursuant to the definitions of Section 5.3 (d) and (e) of 
Chapter 82-B of the Troy City Code. 
 
Yes: All-7  
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F-5 2002 Poverty Exemption Guidelines 
 
Resolution #2002-02-085 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Kaszubski 
 
RESOLVED, That pursuant to MCL 211.7u, the City Council of the City of Troy hereby 
approves the proposed “Poverty Exemption Guidelines” for 2002, as presented by the City 
Assessor in a memorandum dated January 9, 2002, a copy of which shall be attached to the 
original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
Yes: All-7   

F-6 Section 4: Weir Control Structure/Storm Drain Master Plan Improvements 
 
Resolution #2002-02-086 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Lambert 
 
WHEREAS, Hubbell, Roth & Clark in accordance with the General Engineering Contract, was 
authorized by City Council Resolution No. 98-114-C-17, dated March 2, 1998 to provide 
engineering services to the City of Troy; and 
 
WHEREAS, The City of Troy is dedicated to the storm drain improvements listed a part of the 
Master Storm Drainage Plan Update; and 
 
WHEREAS, There is a need to make improvements to the existing Weir Structure located on 
City of Troy property in Section 4, which is listed as part of the Master Storm Drainage Plan 
Update; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, The City of Troy is providing authorization to proceed 
with the design services for the improvements to the Section 4 Weir Control Structure at a cost 
not to exceed $15,638.00 without prior authorization. 
 
Yes: All-7  

F-7 Tree Replacement Policy 
 
Resolution #2002-02-087 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Howrylak 
 
WHEREAS, The City of Troy Parks and Recreation Department is responsible for maintenance 
of street trees in the residential areas of the City; and 
 
WHEREAS, Past practice has been to replace removed residential street trees only upon 
request of the resident; and 
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WHEREAS, The aesthetics of the City will be enhanced by the replacement of all removed 
residential street trees; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the City adopt an official Tree Replacement 
Policy calling for the systematic replacement of all residential street trees that are removed for 
any reason. 
 
Yes: All-7  

F-8 County Animal Shelter Services 
 
Resolution #2002-02-088 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Kaszubski 
 
RESOLVED, That the Animal Care Center Services and Disposal Interlocal Agreement by and 
between Oakland County and the City of Troy, is hereby approved; the Mayor and City Clerk 
are authorized to execute the documents, and a copy shall be attached to the original Minutes 
of this meeting. 
 
Yes: All-7  

F-9 Storm Drain Master Plan Improvements 
 
Resolution #2002-02-089 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Schilling 
 
WHEREAS, Hubbell, Roth & Clark in accordance with the General Engineering Contract was 
authorized by City Council Resolution No. 98-114-C-17, dated March 2, 1998 to provide 
engineering services to the City of Troy; and 
 
WHEREAS, The City of Troy is dedicated to the storm drain improvements listed as part of the 
Master Storm Drainage Plan Update; and 
 
WHEREAS, The Storm Drain Improvements in Section 14 were listed as part of the Master 
Storm Drainage Plan Update. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, The City of Troy is providing authorization to proceed 
with the design services for the Storm Drain Improvements in Section 14 at a cost of 
$38,300.00. 
 
Yes: All-7  

F-10 Purchase of Property Adjacent to Robinwood Park – Sidwell #88-20-27-333-002 
 
Resolution #2002-02-090 
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Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Schilling 
 
RESOLVED, That the Real Estate and Development Department  is hereby authorized to make 
an offer to purchase a vacant parcel on Eastport Street adjacent to Robinwood Park having 
Sidwell #88-20-27-333-002 from Trent and Wendy Bomers in the amount of $22,000.00 plus 
closing costs. 
 
Yes: All-7  

F-11 Final Plat Approval – Meadow Creek Subdivision – West of Evanswood, North of 
Square Lake – Section  

 
Resolution #2002-02-091 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Lambert 
 
RESOLVED, That Final Plat Approval for Meadow Creek Subdivision, located west of 
Evanswood and north of Square Lake in Section 1, be granted as recommended by City 
Management. 
 
Yes: All-7  

F-12 Informational Brochure for the April Ballot Proposal on Purchasing Wetlands/ 
Natural Features 

 
Resolution #2002-02- 
Moved by Pallotta  
Seconded by Kaszubski  
 
RESOLVED, That the informational brochure on the proposed bond issue relating to the City of 
Troy purchasing wetlands/natural features in Troy is deemed to be contextually neutral and City 
management is authorized to distribute the informational brochure to every residence in the 
City of Troy. 
 
Vote on Amendment 1 
 
Resolution #2002-02-092 
Moved by Lambert  
Seconded by Howrylak  
 
RESOLVED, That all references made to the Stage Nature Center be stricken and text 
describing Ballot Proposal B; Charter Amendment regarding pension preclusion be inserted. 
Yes: Lambert, Howrylak  
No: Pallotta, Schilling, Pryor, Beltramini, Kaszubski  
 
MOTION FAILED 
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Suspend City Council Rules #21 and Continue with Agenda 
 
Resolution #2002-02-093 
Moved by Schilling  
Seconded by Pallotta  
 
RESOLVED, That the City Council suspend the Rules of Procedure #21 and continue 
discussion on Agenda items to 12:00 AM 
 
Yes: All-7  
 
Vote on Amendment 2 
 
Resolution #2002-02-094 
Moved by Pryor  
Seconded by Pallotta  
 
RESOLVED, That a brief paragraph describing how the previous bond approved for open 
space purchases was spent. 
 
Yes: Pallotta, Pryor, Beltramini, Kaszubski  
No: Schilling, Howrylak, Lambert  
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
Vote on Amendment 3 
 
Resolution #2002-02-095 
Moved by Howrylak  
Seconded by Lambert  
 
RESOLVED, That language be inserted indicating that taxes will increase by 0.5 mils if a yes 
vote is cast. 
 
Yes: Howrylak, Lambert, Schilling  
No: Pryor, Beltramini, Kaszubski, Pallotta  
 
MOTION FAILED 
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Vote on Amended Motion 
 
Resolution #2002-02-096 
Moved by Pallotta  
Seconded by Kaszubski  
 
RESOLVED, That the informational brochure on the proposed bond issue relating to the City of 
Troy purchasing wetlands/natural features in Troy is deemed to be contextually neutral and City 
management is authorized to distribute the informational brochure to every residence in the 
City of Troy; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That a brief paragraph describing how the previous bond 
approved for open space purchases was spent. 
 
Yes: Beltramini, Kaszubski, Pallotta, Pryor  
No: Howrylak, Lambert, Schilling  
 
MOTION CARRIED 

F-13 Lease Agreement – Verizon Wireless 
 
Resolution #2002-02-097 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Kaszubski 
 
RESOLVED, That the Acknowledgment and Lease between Verizon Wireless and the City of 
Troy is hereby approved, as recommended by the City Attorney, and the Mayor and City Clerk 
are authorized to execute the document. A copy of the agreement shall be attached to the 
original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
Yes: All-7 
 
Suspend City Council Rules #21 and Continue with Agenda 
 
Resolution #2002-02-098 
Moved by Howrylak  
Seconded by Pryor   
 
RESOLVED, That the City Council suspend the Rules of Procedure #21 and continue 
discussion on Agenda items to 1:00 AM 
 
Yes: Lambert, Pallotta, Pryor, Beltramini, Howrylak  
No: Kaszubski, Schilling  
 

F-14 Proposed Agreement – Peacock Poultry 
 
Resolution #2002-02- 
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Moved by Pryor  
Seconded by Pallotta  
 
RESOLVED, That the Agreement between the City of Troy and Gerald and Merilyn Peacock, is 
hereby approved, and the Mayor and City Clerk are authorized to execute the document, and a 
copy is to be attached to the original Minutes of this meeting; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the wall with footings be installed and completed by July 
15, 2002 and that delivers do not occur until 5:30 AM. 
 
Vote on Amendment 
 
Resolution #2002-02-099 
Moved by Howrylak  
Seconded by Beltramini  
 
RESOLVED, That 5:30 AM be stricken and 7:00 AM be inserted. 
 
Yes: Lambert, Schilling, Beltramini, Howrylak, Kaszubski  
No: Pallotta, Pryor  
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
Vote on Amended Resolution 
 
Resolution #2002-02-100 
Moved by Pryor  
Seconded by Pallotta 
 
RESOLVED, That the Agreement between the City of Troy and Gerald and Merilyn Peacock, is 
hereby approved, and the Mayor and City Clerk are authorized to execute the document, and a 
copy is to be attached to the original Minutes of this meeting; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the wall with footings be installed and completed by July 
15, 2002 and that delivers do not occur until 7:00 AM. 
 
Yes: Pryor, Beltramini, Howrylak, Kaszubski, Lambert  
No: Pallotta, Schilling  
 
MOTION CARRIED 
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Suspend City Council Rules # 5 and Change Order of Business 
 
Resolution #2001-02-101 
Moved by Howrylak  
Seconded by Pryor  
  
RESOLVED, That City Council suspend Rules of Procedure #5 and move forward Items G-1, 
G-20 and G-21 on the current agenda. 
 
Yes: All-7  

G-1 City of Troy Proclamation: 
 
Resolution #2002-02-102 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Howrylak 
 
RESOLVED, That the following City of Troy Proclamation, be approved: 
 
First United Methodist Church of Troy – 175th Anniversary Celebration 
 
Yes: All-7  

G-20  Memorandum: Re: Telly’s Proposed Consent Judgment 
 
Resolution #2002-02- 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Beltramini 
 
RESOLVED, That the City Attorney file the order precluding commercial activity on the northern 
parcel. 
 
Suspend City Council Rules #21 and Continue with Agenda 
 
Resolution #2002-02-103 
Moved by Pallotta   
Seconded by Beltramini    
 
RESOLVED, That the City Council suspend the Rules of Procedure #21 and continue 
discussion on Agenda items to 1:30 AM 
 
Yes: Howrylak, Kaszubski, Lambert, Pallotta, Pryor 
No: Beltramini, Schilling 
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Vote on Amendment 
 
Resolution #2002-02-104 
Moved by Lambert  
Seconded by Pryor  
 
RESOLVED, That City Management continues negotiations between Telly’s and adjacent 
residents for proposed solution. 
 
Yes: Howrylak, Lambert, Pryor, Beltramini  
No: Pallotta, Schilling  
Abstain:   Kaszubski  
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
Vote on Amended Resolution 
 
Resolution #2002-02-105 
Moved by Pallotta   
Seconded by Beltramini    
 
RESOLVED, That the City Attorney file the order precluding commercial activity on the northern 
parcel; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That City Management continue negotiations between Telly’s 
and adjacent residents for proposed solution. 
 
Yes: Lambert, Pallotta, Schilling, Beltramini, Howrylak  
No:  Pryor  
Abstain:   Kaszubski 
 
MOTION CARRIED 

G-21  Memorandum: Re: Request for Study Session to Discuss Use of SOCRRA’s 
Landfill Property in Rochester Hills 

 
Resolution #2002-02-106 
Moved by Howrylak 
Seconded by Pryor 
 
RESOLVED, That the City of Troy’s SOCCRA Representative be directed to make a motion 
that $3.5 million that is currently in escrow, be returned to the member cities. 
 
Yes: Lambert, Pryor, Howrylak, Kaszubski 
No: Pallotta, Schilling, Beltramini 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
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The following items to be carried over to the Regular City Council Meeting Scheduled for 
Monday, March 4, 2002: 

G-21  Memorandum: Re: Request for Study Session to Discuss Use of SOCRRA’s 
Landfill Property in Rochester Hills 

 
COUNCIL COMMENTS/REFERRALS 
 
VISITORS 

REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS 

 
G-2 Minutes – Boards and Committees: 
(a) Historic District Commission/Final – November 20, 2001 
(b) Planning Commission/Final – November 27, 2001 
(c) Advisory Committee for Persons with Disabilities/Final – December 5, 2002 
(d) Building Code Board of Appeals/Final – January 2, 2002 
(e) Election Commission/Final – January 3, 2002 
(f) Planning Commission/Final – January 8, 2002 
(g) Parks and Recreation Advisory Board/Draft – January 10, 2002 
(h) Liquor Advisory Committee/Final – January 14, 2002 
(i) Historic District Commission/Draft – January 15, 2001 
(j) Troy Daze/Draft – January 22, 2002 
(k) Advisory Committee for Senior Citizens/Draft – February 7, 2002 
(l) Liquor Advisory Committee/Draft – February 11, 2002 
(m) Election Commission/Draft – February 13, 2002 

G-3 Department Reports: 
(a) Permits Issued During the Month of January 2002 
(b) Monthly Financial Report – January 31, 2002 

G-4 Announcement of Public Hearings: 
(a) Request for Commercial Vehicle Appeal – 5184 Rochester Road – Scheduled for March 

4, 2002 
 

G-5 Proposed Proclamations/Resolutions from Other Organizations: 
(a) City of Rochester Hills – Golf Course in Rochester Hills on SOCCRA’s Landfill Site 
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G-6  Letters of Appreciation: 
(a) Letter to Chief Charles Craft from Steven Alman Thanking Officer Kathy McAtee for Her 

Assistance During an Automobile Accident 
(b) Letter to Chief Charles Craft from Gregory C. Rowe Complimenting Officer Hadda on His 

Professional Conduct 
(c) Letter to Police Department from Fr. Sarhad Jammo and Nick Najjar – St. Joseph 

Catholic Chaldean Church in Appreciation of the Police Department’s Assistance with 
Traffic During Their Christmas Day Celebration 

(d) Letter to Chief Charles Craft from Saad Marouf, Chairman – Chaldean Federation of 
America Complimenting the Excellent Service the Police Department Provides for the 
Chaldean Community in the City of Troy 

(e) Letter to John Szerlag from Jon R. Austin, City Manager-Madison Heights Thanking Him 
for His Willingness to Support the SOCRRA Project For the Restoration of the Oakland 
County Red Oaks Golf Course 

(f) Letter to Sergeant David Swanson from Cindy Stewart on Behalf of Community 
Kaleidoscope Thanking the Troy Police – Crime Prevention Section for Participation gin 
the 2002 Community Kaleidoscope 

(g) Letter to Mayor Pryor from Kyung-Yool Kim – Director, Korean Trade Center-Detroit 
Thanking the Mayor for His Continued Support of Their Organization 

G-7  Calendar 
 

G-8  Memorandum: Re: Projects Approved for FY 2005 in the Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP) 

 

G-9  Memorandum: Re: Year 2001 Police Department Calls for Service Statistics 
 

G-10  Memorandum: Re: Oakland/Troy Airport 
 

G-11  Memorandum: Re: Taleb v Troy and Neiman Marcus 
 

G-12  Memorandum: Re: Sarhan v Troy Police Department 
 

G-13  Memorandum: Re: Audited Franchise Fees Funds Recovered for Years 1995, 1996 
and 1997 
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G-14  Memorandum: Re: Exclusive Use of Park Open Space 
 

G-15  Memorandum: Re: MDCR (Ex. Rel Aleta B. Curry) v Troy 
 

G-16  Memorandum: Re: Automotive Neon Lighting 
 

G-17  Memorandum: Re: Urban Density/Infill Development Ordinance 
 

G-18  Memorandum: Re: Troy Baptist/Robertson Brothers/Franklin Properties PUD – 
East Side of Rochester Road and South of South Boulevard, Section 1 

 

G-19  Memorandum: Re: Council Request for Information on the Headlee Amendment 
 

 
The meeting adjourned at 1:50 AM. 
 
 
      __________________________________________ 

Matt Pryor, Mayor 
 
 
      __________________________________________ 
      Barbara A. Holmes, Deputy City Clerk 
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A Special Meeting of the Troy City Council was held Tuesday, February 26, 2002, at City Hall, 
500 W. Big Beaver Road. Mayor Pryor called the Meeting to order at 7:37 P.M. 
 
 

ROLL CALL 

PRESENT:  Mayor Matt Pryor 
Robin Beltramini 
Martin F. Howrylak (arrived 7:42PM) 
Thomas S. Kaszubski 
David A. Lambert 
Anthony N. Pallotta 
Louise E. Schilling 

 
 

 
Chuck Skelton and Stephen Serph  of  Hospitality Advisors presented their Economic 
Feasibility Study for a Conference Center on the Civic Center Site.  This presentation was 
followed by questions from the City Council. 
 
It was decided that the Hospitality Advisors will make the same presentation to the Troy 
Downtown Development Authority (TDDA).  The TDDA will be provided with a summary of the 
comments made at the meeting. 
 
VISITORS COMMENTS 
 
 
The meeting adjourned at 9:45 P.M. 
 
 
 
      __________________________________________ 
      Matt Pryor, Mayor 
 
 
      __________________________________________ 
      John M Lamerato 

Assistant City Manager/Finance and Administration 



February 25, 2002 
 
 
 
 

TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Steven J. Vandette, City Engineer 
   
 
SUBJECT: Award of Excellence from Michigan Concrete Paving Association for 
  Big Beaver Road Reconstruction Project, I-75 to Rochester Road
  
 
The Big Beaver Road reconstruction project, I-75 to Rochester, was selected by the 
Michigan Concrete Paving Association as the top project for 2001 in the Urban Arterial 
Road category for paving projects with more than 50,000 square yards of concrete.  
There were over 45 projects statewide that were submitted for awards in 14 categories.  
The Big Beaver project was selected to receive the Award of Excellence out of four 
projects nominated in the urban arterial category.   
 
Award plaques were presented on Thursday, February 21st at the Association’s annual 
awards dinner held this year at the Troy Marriott.  The City of Troy Engineering 
Department, Hubbell, Roth and Clark Consulting Engineers, the Road Commission for 
Oakland County and the paving contractor, Tony Angelo Cement Co. were recognized 
and received plaques for their team effort on this project. 
 
This is the second consecutive year that the City of Troy has received an award in the 
Major Arterial Road category.  Last year we received the Award of Excellence for 
Rochester Road from I-75 to Torpey Street.  
 
Representatives from the Michigan Concrete Paving Association will attend the March 4 
City Council meeting to present the award.       
 
 
 
 
 
G:\Council Reports and Communications\MIconPavingAWARDbigBeaver.doc 
 
 
 
  











February 21, 2002 
 
 
 

TO:    The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM:   John Szerlag, City Manager 
    Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
 
SUBJECT:   Council Resolutions Regarding SOCRRA 
 
 
 
 
During the Council meeting of February 18, 2002 Council passed Resolution 
#2002-02-106 directing Troy’s SOCRRA representative to make a motion to return 
3.5 million in escrowed dollars to the member cities (copy attached).  While the 
resolution is clear, the method is not. Attached are two charts detailing what 
amount each member could receive.  According to the information provided by the 
Detroit Free Press, Royal Oak would be entitled to the largest amount ($828,100) 
while Troy would receive $470,750.  If the refund is made by reducing fees to 
current members the City of Troy could possibility receive an additional $455,906 
or a total reduction of fees amounting to $926,656.  Please refer to the attached 
fax from SOCRRA Operations Director Mike Czuprenski which delves further into 
this matter. 
 
At the next City Council meeting on March 4, 2002 Council will be discussing the 
remaining three resolutions regarding SOCRRA that have been proposed by the 
Mayor.  The first will be to direct the Authority to pay for a pro forma for the 
soccer field/bike path proposal.  To avoid conflicts or misunderstanding, do you 
want to include or preclude a pro forma for other uses?  Also, would funding for 
the pro forma(s) come from monies currently held in escrow? 
 
The next proposed resolution will be to have the smokestacks located at the 
Madison Heights facility removed “ASAP”.  As back-up information a resolution 
presented by Troy’s representative has resulted in the City of Madison Heights and 
SOCRRA agreeing to a host community agreement.  The significance of this 
agreement is that the two bodies will work on a new master plan for this site 
including improvements, one of which will be removal of the stacks.  Does “ASAP” 
mean that SOCRRA will be required to proceed in developing its plan for submittal 
to Madison Heights, or do you want steps taken to remove stacks independent of 
the site plan review process? 
 
 



The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
February 21, 2002 
Page Two 
 
 
 
The last resolution being proposed is that the current SOCRRA representative be 
replaced on the board by the Mayor.  Should Council approve the resolution it 
would be appropriate to also replace the alternate, currently a staff member, with 
an elected official.  This would eliminate any potential conflicts should the  
representative be unable to attend. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
GAS/mr\2002\To M&CC Re Proposed SOCRRA Resolutions 























February 14, 2002 
 
 

TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
 
SUBJECT: Request for Study Session to Discuss Use of SOCRRA’s  

Landfill Property in Rochester Hills 
 
Included as a report and communication in this agenda packet is a resolution from the 
City of Rochester Hills requesting that SOCRRA construct a golf course over their landfill 
property.  Given the current diverse opinions on the use of this property by SOCRRA 
members, the City of Troy is instrumental in deciding the use that SOCRRA will submit 
to Rochester Hills for site plan approval.  As such, I’ll be requesting a study session to 
get direction on this matter.   
 
Please let me know what data is required prior to this study session so as to provide you 
with enough information to make an informed decision.  I’d also like to know if there are 
any other uses you’d like to consider at this study session, i.e., Representative Gosselin 
has proposed a mountain bike trail and soccer fields on the landfill site.  So too, whom 
would you like to attend this session? 
 
Additionally, I’d like clarification on the pro forma issue.  If you would like one for the 
golf course proposal, then you also may want one for other use or uses.  A ballpark 
figure for conducting an analysis on the economic feasibility of a golf course is $15,000. 
 
Finally, it’s my understanding that the SOCRRA board passed a resolution taking “no 
action” on the proposal relative to a mountain bike trail and soccer fields.  Because Troy 
is instrumental in determining the type of use that will be submitted to Rochester Hills, I 
don’t think the SOCRRA board should pass resolutions limiting potential uses on the 
landfill site until all communities have a level of comfort on the best course of action to 
take.   
 
Time permitting, I’d like to begin preliminary discussions on this matter at the February 
18, 2002 Council meeting. 
 
As always, please contact me should you have any questions. 
 
 
 
JS/mr\2002\To M&CC\Re Study Session for SOCRRA 
 
c: John M. Lamerato, Assistant City Manager/Finance & Administration 

Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION MINUTES – FINAL NOVEMBER 20, 2001 
 
 
Meeting called to order at 7:36 P.M. on Tuesday, November 20, 2001. 
 
PRESENT:   Marjorie A. Biglin, Co-Chair 
    Kevin Danielson, Chair 
    David Eisenbacher 
    Paul Lin 
    Jacques O. Nixon 
 
STAFF:   John M. Skeens, Education Coordinator/Museum 
 
ABSENT (EXCUSED): Dorothy Scott 
 
ITEM #1 APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF OCTOBER 16, 2001 
 
MOVED, TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF OCTOBER 16, 2001 
AS WRITTEN.  Yes:  5-Yes.  Biglin, Danielson, Eisenbacher, Lin, Nixon 
 
ITEM #2 SELECTION OF ACTING SECRATERY 
David Eisenbacher nominated by Nixon, seconded by Danielson. 
Approved by consent vote. Yes: 5-Yes 
 
ITEM #3 SELECTION OF NEW CHAIRPERSON 
Kevin Danielson nominated by Nixon, seconded by Eisenbacher. 
Approved by consent vote. Yes: 5-Yes 
 
ITEM #4 SELECTION OF NEW CO-CHAIRPERSON 
Marjorie Biglin was nominated by Kevin Danielson, seconded by Jacques Nixon.  
Approved by consent vote. Yes: 5-Yes 
 
ITEM #5 NEW BUSINESS 

A. Update on Compliance with the Michigan Open Meetings Act. 
Need to update the calendar to indicate that the meeting is on the second 
Tuesday of each month. Skeens will notify City Clerk. 

 
ITEM #6 OLD BUSINESS 
 

A. 770 West Square Lake Road:  No new news. Construction still in process. 
Tabled. 

 
B. Cemetery Marker: 

Motion to use the following statement for the granite stone at the Beach Road 
cemetery: 
“Cheer Up, we are near the land of promise. See the light ahead, that is the 
land of promise”…we “came up to our new place, where we have lived ever 
since, the recipients of manifold blessings, temporal and spiritual” from the 
recollections of S.V.R. Trowbridge to his wife upon arriving in Troy in 1821.  
Yes: 4-Yes. Eisenbacher, Lin, Biglin, Nixon   No: 1-No. Danielson 
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C. Church & Parsonage Update: Jacques Nixon reviewed the phase two report 

from Architect Gerald Yurk.  Option #3 was selected by the Ad-hoc Church 
Committee.  Paul Lin questioned the viability of moving the church and 
parsonage based on the number of visitors annually to the museum grounds.   
The recommendation from the Ad-hoc Church Committee is scheduled to be 
presented to Troy City Council on December 17.  The report was given to 
Paul Lin to review. 
 
MOVED BY NIXON, SECONDED BY DANIELSON, TO SUPPORT THE AD-
HOC CHURCH COMMITTEES RECCOMENDATION TO SUPPORT 
OPTION NUMBER THREE TO MOVE THE CHURCH AND PARSONAGE 
TO THE TROY MUSEUM AND HISTORIC VILLAGE. 
 Yes: 4-Yes. Eisenbacher, Danielson, Biglin, Nixon   No: 1 -No. Lin  

 
D. Flyer Program:  John Skeens presented the final draft of the “To Preserve 

Our Heritage” pamphlet.   Tabled for final approval next month.   
 

E. Update of Homes on East Long Lake: John Skeens has been working with 
the Troy Building Department, Oakland County Road Commission to make 
sure that the homes on Long Lake will not be adversely affected during the 
widening of Long Lake.  Concern is to protect the grounds which John has 
been working to insure.   The goals for the construction are no ditches, save 
as much old growth as possible, and no structural changes. All have been 
agreed upon by all parties involved with the project. 

 
F. Krell Park:  The Ad-hoc Church Committee supports the use of the Church 

and Parsonage property as a park. 
 

G. Yamasaki Designation: The Historic District Commission would like to 
designate the site as historic.  The goal is to proceed with a State Historic 
Marker.   Paul Lin is to do the site research for the significance and propose 
language for the marker.  

 
ITEM #7 OTHER 
 None. 
 
The Historic District Commission meeting adjourned at 9:39 P.M. 
 
The next regular meeting is scheduled on Tuesday, December 18, 2001 at 7:30 PM at 
the Troy City Hall in conference room C. 
 
Sincerely 
 
 
 
John M Skeens 
Education Coordinator/Museum 
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The Special/Study Meeting of the Troy City Planning Commission was called to order 
by Chairman Chamberlain at 7:30 P.M. on Tuesday, November 27, 2001 in the Lower 
Level Conference Room of the Troy City Hall. 

 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
 
  Present:      Absent 
  Chamberlain       
  Kramer          
  Pennington       
  Wright         
  Storrs  
  Littman 
  Reece  
 Waller  (7:35) 
 Starr    (7:38) 
    
 
 

Also Present: 
 
Mark Miller, Planning Director 
Susan Lancaster, Assistant City Attorney 
Doug Smith, Real Estate and Development Director 
John Abraham, Traffic Engineer 
Jordan Keoleian, Student Representative 
 

 
STUDY  ITEMS 

 
 
2. BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS REPORT 
 

Mr. Storrs stated a petitioner wanted to build a sun room.  It was denied because 
there was no hardship identified. 
 
Mr. Storrs stated there was another petitioner that had a real large lot and 
wanted to build a huge garage and, before approval, started building an addition 
onto the garage.  Someone called him on it and the BZA  tabled the request. 
 
Mr. Reece stated that the Planning Commission might want to look at the Solar 
Ordinance and revise it.   
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated that the Solar Ordinance should be reviewed.   He stated 
we should target for March.  
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3. CURRENT DEVELOPMENT REPORT 
 

Doug Smith, Real Estate and Development Director, stated that IKEA has 
indicated they are no longer interested in a Troy store.  The regional vice-
president for the multi-state area transferred to Canada and the new vice-
president thought the new store was too expensive. 
 
Mr. Smith also stated that there was a request by City Council five or six weeks 
ago, for staff to create two new ordinance revisions.  The development of the 
Burton-Katzman/Sterling Bank property, under existing ordinance, permits 
166,000 square feet of building and they would like to build 300,000 square feet.  
Therefore, an unified overlay district is being considered for Downtown 
Development Authority properties. 
 
Mr. Smith also commented on the Big Beaver School property near Rochester 
Road and Big Beaver and  consideration of a PUD revision is a possible option.  
The revision would reduce the ten (10) acre minimum size requirement.   
Management asked the Planning Commission about their opinion regarding the 
ten (10) acre restriction.  The Planning Commission could consider revising the 
ten (10) acre restriction back to five (5). 
 
Mr. Chamberlain asked how Burton Katzman/Sterling Bank would qualify as a 
PUD.   
 
Mr. Smith stated his suggestion was, if the PUD is sought for Burton 
Katzman/Sterling Bank and the adjacent Magna property was part of the project, 
the ten (10) acre requirement would be met. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated a revision wouldn't be needed. 
 
Mr. Smith stated it could be developed as a PUD. 
 
Mr. Reece stated that years ago the Planning Commission looked at the water, 
sewer, and road capabilities.  He asked if anybody was looking these issues. 
 
Mr. Smith stated staff is looking at all of the issues.  A great deal of time is spent 
making sure all the requirements are met. 
 
Mr. Reece stated the sewer capacity cannot be exceeded.   
 
Mr. Smith stated that another approach would be to allow transfer of 
development capabilities under the current zoning ordinance. 
 
Mr. Reece stated there has to be a limit. 
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Mr. Miller stated that Planning and Zoning fully look at those issues based on the 
Master Land Use Plan.  These properties are not developed at their fullest 
potential. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain asked what if they tear down Magna and rebuild.  If a property 
builds at the higher density, others will look to do the same. 
 
Mr. Smith stated again, it is an opportunity to try to use the existing property that 
is underdeveloped.  A PUD or unified overlay district will use adjacent property 
for density calculations. Further, he stated that Management would like the 
Planning Commission to seriously consider both of these revisions and to take 
into account existing unique properties.   
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated that on the Burton Katzman/Magna property, the best 
way to go is transfer the property rights. 
 
Mr. Smith stated deed restrictions have been amended to permit additional 
development. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated that he has a real problem with changing the ordinance 
or density just to fit a special situation.  A PUD is to be applied to larger, unique 
properties. 
 
Mr. Kramer stated that a PUD requires ten (10) acres and asked Mr. Smith what 
is the acreage if the development rights were transferred. 
 
Mr. Smith answered eighteen (18) to nineteen (19) acres. 
 
Mr. Kramer stated that if City Council is really serious, they could look at a small 
tweak in the PUD. 
 
Mr. Miller stated that in Transferring Development Rights, the Planning 
Commission needs to be careful.  A Transfer of Development Rights is usually 
used for a certain aspect of your community you want to preserve.  What are we 
really preserving and where will density increase. 
 
Mr. Miller asked the Planning Commission why the ten (10) acre requirement 
was adopted. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated it was not a feature that we needed.   To do a PUD on a 
piece of property, we wanted these large sites to do this.  It is not a normal 
development tool. 
 
Mr. Miller commented that it could be used as redevelopment tool. 
 
Mr. Littman stated it could be used for urban renewal. 
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Mr. Miller commented on the improvements on Livernois and Wattles Roads.  He 
stated that the answer regarding the Livernois and Wattles Road expansion 
without  a full rework of the intersection, is that the Wattles Road improvements 
were only done as part of the drain improvements.    
 
Mr. Chamberlain asked if there were going to be utility poles surrounded by 
sidewalks. 
 
Mr. Miller stated he needs to research this issue. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated that he had asked Mr. Miller to put together an analysis 
on the PUD for Troy Baptist Church and how it fit our Ordinance.  He further 
stated that it was a very good document and that all should read it.   
 
Mr. Chamberlain further stated that Troy Baptist does not seem to meet the 
requirements of the PUD.  Why are we looking at a PUD, except for the office 
building component.  If we continue down this road, we are still going to make a 
recommendation to council as to why it's a good or bad idea. 
 
Mr. Miller stated that after the last staff meeting with Troy Baptist, the project is 
not moving quickly, to the point that the petitioner is not providing a Site Plan with 
dimensions. The basic Site Plan does not meet the basic Zoning Ordinance 
requirements. From staff's standpoint, we are not getting the necessary 
information. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated we still have to center on a PUD because whatever we 
do is going to set a standard for future PUDs. 
 
Mr. Keoleian asked what would be the advantage for Troy Baptist to do a PUD. 
 
Mr. Miller stated a church is not a developer.  The church bought a very 
expensive piece of property and development will help recoup some of the land 
acquisition costs. 
 
Mr. Waller stated that he thinks that the legal department needs to look at the 
Federal Law and case law related to religious institutions.   
 
Ms. Lancaster stated that we have to treat churches just like anyone else and 
she would provide the Planning Commission additional information. 
 
Mr. Storrs stated the PUD analysis is alarming.  Did we mislead Troy Baptist and 
the Robertson Brothers. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain asked if we should notify them.  He stated we need to be 
prepared for ourselves. 
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Mr. Miller stated that we should explain staff's position and get a full application 
from them before providing a full analysis.  In staff's meeting with them, these 
points were discussed.  Staff explained the City required a unified development.  
Further, it was asked why couldn't rezoning accomplish the development and 
build it.  The office use is the problem.  Staff's main concern at this point is 
getting a full application from them. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated that the Planning Commission kind of gave them the 
thumbs up on a PUD.  Are we wrong in pursuing the PUD with the church. 
 
Mr. Storrs stated they don't meet very many of the requirements. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated maybe we aren't interested in them coming in with a 
PUD. 
 
Mr. Storrs stated that based on staff's analysis, maybe we should send them a 
letter stating we don't think the requirements are being met. 

 
Ms. Lancaster stated that she doesn't think it should come from the Planning 
Commission.  It should come from Mr. Miller and the Planning Department.  Let 
staff tell them they might want to reconsider. 
 
Mr. Storrs stated that if they sat down and worked through it, they would come to 
the same conclusion. 
 
Mr. Miller stated staff could state our concern about them not meeting the 
ordinance requirements and inform them that they need to justify how they do 
meet the PUD requirements. 
 
 
MSP Conference 
 
Mr. Wright commented on his attending the big box design session at the 
conference.  He stated that ordinance should include outside signs.  He 
commented on storage ordinance and landscaping requirements.  He stated that 
we should consider maximum parking rather that minimum parking requirements.   
 
Mr. Wright also commented on the session of managing monster homes.  A 
major problem in Birmingham is no setback requirements.  Height also seems to 
be an issue.  Further, he commented on the session of Wireless Technologies.  
He stated that everyone from Troy attended this session and stated that we 
should not expect a lot of new requests for towers in the future.  He stated that 
towers are owned by tower companies. 
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Ms. Pennington commented on her sessions at the MSP conference.  
Referencing the walkable community session, she commented on all the different 
ways you can design sidewalks. 
 
Ms. Pennington also stated she attended the session on Wireless Technologies.  
She further stated that during the session, when Brian Blessing of the Oakland 
County Road Commission, was the speaker, it was very interesting in how he 
showed the ways to alleviate traffic situations by connecting neighborhoods and 
PUDs. 
 
Mr. Waller commented on his sessions at the MSP Conference.  He attended the 
virtual reality session and stated it was very useful to be able to see how things 
were going to be developed.  Further, he commented on the wireless technology 
session and how interesting he found it to be and how much the market has 
changed. 
 
Mr. Kramer commented on the sessions he attended at the MSP Conference.  
He attended the big foot session and commented that they have a different 
formula in determining height.  Birmingham ordinance also included a provision 
by percentages.  Houses = 35%; garages = 15%.  It looks like it drives some 
conventionality into a residential neighborhood.  At another session, housing was 
brought up as an issue on Mackinac Island.  That there were not enough people 
living on the island.  A Minister on Mackinac Island decided some low and 
moderate income housing on the island is necessary to have more year round 
residents.   
 
Mr. Kramer commented on a 3D study on virtual reality.  The City of Birmingham 
got it for free.  Two things that could help us in the future is that all new buildings 
were designed on CAD. 
 
Mr. Smith stated that if anyone would ever like to see the full model City Graphix 
prepared for Troy, he would be happy to come in and show it. 
 
Mr. Miller stated Troy Baptist is considering doing a CAD 3D model. 
 
Mr. Waller stated that basic concept is just to use common sense.  You don't 
have to be an expert.   
 
 

4. DOWNTOWN DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY REPORT 
 

Mr. Smith noted the reappointment of Nick Muggin, the appointment of Dan 
McLishe, and consideration of Michelle Hodges, the Executive Director of the 
Chamber of Commerce. 
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5. FUTURE LAND USE PLAN 
 
 
 Future Land Use Plan Text 
 
 Mr. Chamberlain stated that: 
 
  Page 23 – delete proposed 
  Page 23 – delete Modified Plan Adopted 
 

 A formal public hearing should be set up for January. 
 
 
 Transportation Plan 
 
 Mr. Chamberlain stated there is a problem with the safety path going into people's 

backyards.   
 
 Mr. Miller stated that this is only a generalized idea. 
 
 Mr. Abraham stated it is only a concept. 
 
 Mr. Chamberlain stated we have a problem.  How do we fix it.  It is trespassing. 
 
 
 Natural Features Map 
  
 Mr. Chamberlain stated that the Natural Features Map is okay. 
 
 Mr. Miller asked if the name should remain Natural Features Plan or should it be 

changed to Natural Features Map. 
 
 Mr. Chamberlain stated it should be Map. 
 
 Mr. Reece stated that Natural Features include a lot of flood plains.  We should 

modify to acknowledge flood plains.  It is going to become a larger issue. 
 
 Mr. Bob Schultz, 883 Kirts, stated that flood plains should be included on the 

Natural Features Map because mortgages are being tough on this.  Flood plains 
should be provided on this map. 

 
 Mr. Miller stated that FEMA Map is not a natural feature, it's a regulation by the 

Federal government. 
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 Mr. Miller stated there is no interest in adding flood plains on this Natural 
Features Map.  Maybe we should add a note referencing the flood plain 
information. 

 
 Mr. Reece stated that this map excludes the flood plains and we should include a 

note where they can go to find this information, such as cross-referencing. 
 
 Ms. Lancaster stated that cross-referencing would be a good alternative. 
 
  
6. LAND USE AND ZONING STUDY – Crooks Road at Big Beaver Road 
 

Mr. Miller presented  a study area Zoning Map, Master Land Use Plan Map and 
aerial map.  The aerial map included an analysis and comments regarding land 
use relationships and traffic circulation.   

 
- AND - 

 
7. LAND USE AND ZONING STUDY – Long Lake Road and Dequindre Road 
 

Mr. Miller presented a study area Zoning Map, Master Land Use Plan Map, aerial 
map and Long Lake Road Construction Plans.  The aerial map includes analysis 
and comments regarding land use relationships and traffic circulation.  In addition, 
reconstruction of Long Lake Road is scheduled for 2002, and is depicted on the 
construction plan.  The Road Commission of Oakland County (RCOC) is 
proposing improvements to Dequindre Road in 2002; however, the construction 
plans are not available.  The Planning Department will verify the Dequindre 
improvements and provide the plans at a future Study Meeting 

 
Mr. Miller presented a slide presentation.  Mr. Miller's presentation showed some 
of the site plan and traffic access problems of the two study areas. 
 
Mr. Reece asked about a curb-cut plan. 
 
Mr. Waller stated that we should start thinking about changing our setbacks so 
the buildings can be closer  to the road and locate parking behind the buildings 
and use cross-access easements. 
 
Mr. Wright stated that the Shell Gas Station may need two drives on Big Beaver.   
 
Mr. Abraham provided an Access Management slide/powerpoint presentation and 
provided traffic information and crash numbers. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain asked if the times of the accidents are known. 
 
Mr. Abraham stated:  5:00 to 6:00 P.M.; 6:00 to 7:00 A.M.; and 12:00 to 1:00 P.M. 
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Mr. Smith stated that he talked with the owners of Dennys to try to get shared 
access.  The owners did not want to cooperate. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated that we need to look close at the Shell station on the 
southwest corner and check out the impact on sidewalks.  Walgreens has cross-
access to the Shell station. 
 
Mr. Storrs asked if we had our wish, how would we redevelop. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated with less setback and parking in rear and use a local area 
plan for redevelopment.  He asked Mr. Miller to prepare a synopsis of the Urban 
Land Institute (ULI) – 10 ways to improve commercial strips. 
 
Mr. Abraham presented additional accident information. 
 
Mr. Wright commented on intelligent traffic signals and asked if they are  
coordinated. 
 
Mr. Abraham stated they do promote coordinated movements and are 
computerized systems. 
 
Mr. Kramer asked what's the goal for the Planning Commission. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated that at the January Study Meeting, Staff should present 
solutions to the problems of the two study areas.   
 
Mr. Chamberlain asked Mr. Smith if the Downtown Development Authority (DDA) 
would still be willing to help out in this project with financial support. 
 
Mr. Smith answered he believed the DDA would help out. 
 
Mr.  Chamberlain stated let's go for the long term as well as the short term. 

 
 

8. SPECIAL USE APPROVAL STUDY 
 

Mr. Miller stated that the Planning Commission is embarking on a review of all 
Special Uses contained within the Zoning Ordinance.  Staff presented a list that is 
a manageable task for a single meeting.  Therefore, a list of residential zoning 
districts and their Special Uses were provided.   
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated this list is okay; however, we plan on doing this review in 
sections.  The residential districts should protect the people who live there.  He 
asked if anybody had any thoughts on these requirements.  Further he stated, the 
goal is to try and remove some of the unnecessary Special Uses in the Zoning 
Ordinance.   
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Mr. Waller commented that 12.30.05 and 10.30.08 should be the same. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated we need to try to make each residential district similar. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain asked Mr. Miller to have the Planning Staff review the 
requirements and put them all in the same order. 
 
Mr. Storrs asked if we really need this much difference in the different residential 
districts. 
 
Mr. Wright stated they should all be referenced the same. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain commented on 10.30.08 free-standing tower structures and 
antennas.  He stated that we do not want any towers in residential districts.  
Further, he asked Mr. Miller to research the issue of towers in residential Zoning 
Districts. 
 
Mr. Kramer asked if zoning can regulate public schools. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain replied we don't want to do that. 
 
Ms. Lancaster stated that most cities have ordinances that regulate public 
schools, but that there always seems to be some sort of dispute when City's do 
regulate school districts. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated to Mr. Miller that this information is not necessary for the 
next study session, but more like within six months. 
 
Mr. Miller commented on senior housing in the R-EC Elder Care District.   He 
asked if senior housing should be a principal permitted use in the R-EC District. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain requested that Mr. Miller research the R-EC District. 
 
Mr. Waller stated he would like to make an amendment to the Cluster Homes on 
Long Lake and Rochester Roads which the Planning Commission approved on 
November 13, 2001, as follows: 
 

 
 SITE PLAN REVIEW (SP-866) – Proposed River Bend Condominiums, South 

side of Long Lake, West of Rochester, Section 15. 
 
Moved by:  Waller                                               Seconded by:  Littman 
 
RESOLVED, that any changes made other than easements shall be brought back 
to the Planning Commission for approval. 
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  Yeas:  Waller Nays:  Starr 
  Chamberlain 
  Reece 
  Wright 
  Littman 
  Kramer 
  Pennington 
  Storrs 
 
RESOLUTION APPROVED 
 
Mr. Starr stated his no vote is the result of timing and place of the resolution. 

 
 
FOR THE GOOD OF THE ORDER 

 
 Mr. Littman stated that the Tree Preservation has no enforcement provision. 
 

Mr. Miller stated the intent is not to require preservation of trees.  This sets 
standards if you want to preserve trees.  
 
Mr. Reece stated he saw an Evangelist ad on TV for a Christmas Play at a Troy 
Church and to call for free tickets.  Is this legal. 
 
Ms. Lancaster stated if it is religious, it is very difficult to prohibit. 
 

 Mr. Chamberlain asked if there were any regulations in the City of Troy regarding 
temporary tents used as a permanent structure.   He requested Staff to check into 
this issue. 

 
 
9. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 No public comment. 
 
 
 

10. MEETING ADJOURED 10:35 P.M. 
 
 

 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Mark F. Miller AICP/PCP 
Planning Director 
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The Chairman, Leonard Bertin, called the meeting to order at 7:00 pm Wednesday, 
November 7, 2001. 
 
Present:  L. Bertin, member   K. Gauri, member 
   A. Done, member   D. Kuschinsky, member 
   T. House, member   J. Rodgers, member 
   M. Grusnick, staff   M. McGinnis, staff 
    
 
Absent: C. Buchanan, member  N. Johnson, member 
   M. A. Butler, alt member  J. Ong, student rep 
   S. Lu, student rep 
 
ITEM B – APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF NOVEMBER 7, 2001  
 
Bertin stated the fee for an individual membership for the new Community Center is 
$180.00 a year, not $90.00 as reflected in the minutes.  This change noted and motioned 
by Kuschinsky to approve corrected minutes.  Supported by Rodgers.  All voted in favor. 
  
ITEM C – VISITORS, DELEGATIONS AND GENERAL PUBLIC 
 
Carol Anderson, Parks and Recreation Director 
Pauline Manetta, Troy Resident 
 
ITEM D – NEW BUSINESS 
 
Carol Anderson was at the meeting to explain the purpose of establishing a definition of a 
disability.  The purpose is to help City personnel in registering persons with disabilities for 
the reduced fee when the Community Center opens at the beginning of 2002. 
 
Bertin stated that the best definition comes directly from Title 2 of the Americans with 
Disabilities Act of 1990, Pub. L. 101-336, which is also referred to as the “ADA”. 
 
The term “disability” means, with respect to an individual – 
 

(A) A physical or mental impairment that substantially limits one or more of the major 
life activities of such individual; 

 
(B) A record of such an impairment; or 

 
(C) Being regarded as having such impairment. 

 
If an individual meets any one of these three tests, he or she is considered to be an 
individual with a disability for purposes of coverage under the Americans with Disabilities 
Act. 
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Anderson also asked for input from the Committee on documation of a disability, other than 
what would be obvious to City Personnel. 
 
The Committee discussed the following criteria: 
 

1) A Medicare Card 
2) A Doctors note 
3) A receipt from a Doctors office verifying a diagnosis 
4) A patient medical record 
 

Carol Anderson will also contact the Secretary of State to see what criteria they use when 
issuing a disabled parking sticker. 
 
Done also suggested that large, dark print be used on the application to help the visually 
impaired when filling out the application. 
 
ITEM E – REGULAR BUSINESS 
 
At the next meeting on January 2, 2002 the Advisory Committee for Persons with 
Disabilities will meet with Troy City Council to discuss some of the concerns this 
Committee has expressed in the past.  Grusnick will reserve a larger meeting room for this 
meeting. 
 
The remainder of the Committees discussion at the December 2001 meeting was to 
prepare guidelines for discussion at the January 2002 meeting.  Bertin will prepare a list of 
the items and it will be an attachment to the Minutes. 
 
ITEM F – OLD BUSINESS 
 
ITEM G – INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 
 
ITEM H - ADJOURN 
 
Motion was made to adjourn by Kuschinsky and seconded by Done.  Meeting was 
adjourned at  9:00 p.m.                                                                                 
                                                                                                                    MG:mm 
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Vice Chairman, William Nelson, called the Building Code Board of Appeals meeting of 
Wednesday, January 2, 2002 to order at 8:45 A.M. 
 
Present:  William Nelson   Mark Stimac 
   Rick Kessler    Ginny Norvell 
   William Need    Pam Pasternak 
   Frank Zuazo 
 
Absent:  Ted Dziurman 
 
ITEM #1 – APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF DECEMBER 5, 2001 
 
Motion by Need 
Supported by Kessler 
 
MOVED, to approve the Building Code Board of Appeals minutes of December 5, 2001 
as written. 
 
Yeas:  3 – Nelson, Kessler, Need 
Absent: 2 – Zuazo, Dziurman 
 
ITEM #2 – VARIANCE REQUESTED.  ROBERT BONGIORNO OF B-B SIGNS, INC., 
1401 PIEDMONT, for relief of Chapter 78 to install a tenant wall identification sign, 40 
square feet in size. 
 
Petitioner is requesting relief of Chapter 78 to install a tenant wall identification sign, 40 
square feet in size.  Section 9.02.05, B of the Sign Ordinance permits a tenant 
identification wall sign not to exceed 20 square feet in size. 
 
Mr. Robert Bongiorno of B-B Signs, Inc. was present and stated that even though two 
different people own this property, it is treated as one building, due to a common wall.  
Mr. Bongiorno explained that his client wished to add a 40 square feet sign, which 
would basically combine the total amount of square footage allowed for two individual 
tenants.  Each tenant is allowed a 20 square foot identification sign.  Mr. Bongiorno 
stated that the reason his client needed a larger sign was for identification as there is 
quite a bit of confusion when potential clients are attempting to locate this business. 
 
Vice Chairman Nelson opened the Public Hearing.  No one wished to be heard and the 
Public Hearing was closed. 
 
There are no written approvals or objections on file. 
 
Mr. Need asked for clarification of the Ordinance regarding signage and Mr. Stimac 
explained that this property is zoned Light Industrial and a 100 square foot sign is 
allowed, as well as a tenant identification sign for each tenant, which could be 20 
square feet.   
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ITEM #2 – con’t. 
Mr. Dale VanWulfen, of Welker Bearing Company, 1401 Piedmont, was present and 
stated that this property is maintained as two separate buildings, and he would like his 
request considered as though this building stood alone. 
 
Motion by Need 
Supported by Kessler 
 
MOVED, to grant B-B Signs, Inc., representing 1401 Piedmont, relief of Chapter 78 to 
install a tenant wall identification sign, 40 square feet in size. 
 

• This variance is not contrary to public interest. 
• This variance would not have an adverse effect to surrounding property. 

 
Yeas:  3 – Need, Kessler, Nelson 
Absent: 2 – Dziurman, Zuazo 
 
MOTION TO GRANT REQUEST CARRIED 
 
ITEM #3 – VARIANCE REQUESTED.  MARC DYKES, HOME PROPERTIES, 2860 
CHARTER, for relief of Chapter 78 and Chapter 83 of the Troy City Code. 
 
Mr. Stimac explained that the petitioner is requesting relief of Chapter 78 to replace an 
existing ground sign with a new sign that is 65 square feet in size.  The existing sign is 
part of a brick structure that will be removed and is approximately 115 square feet in 
size. The application submitted also indicates two new ground signs, each 12 square 
feet in size, to be placed on proposed masonry/wrought iron walls on each side of the 
main entrance on East Big Beaver.  Section 9.02.02 of Chapter 78 of the City Code 
Sign Ordinance, permits one sign not to exceed 100 square feet in size and an 
additional sign not to exceed 36 square feet in size.  The proposal, including the existing 
5 signs that will remain in place at the west and east entrances on East Big Beaver and 
the entrance at Rochester Road, would result in 8 signs totaling 149 square feet.  The 
number of signs exceeds the number permitted by the ordinance. 
 
The petitioner is also requesting relief of Chapter 83, the Fence Ordinance, to remove 
the existing gatehouses and masonry walls in the front yard and replace these with two 
new masonry/wrought iron walls, one of which is 55’ in length and the other which is 54’ 
in length; each wall will be 7’ in height and include end pillars, 10’-8” high.  The existing 
gatehouses are each approximate ly 223 square feet in size and the attached masonry 
fences are each 39 feet in length.  The height of the existing walls is 4.5 feet and the 
end pillars are 7.5 feet high.  Section 2 A limits the height of a wall in the front yard to 30 
inches. 
 
Mr. Marc Dykes of Home Properties was present and stated that first of all, they had 
decided to eliminate their request for the addition of the two new ground signs, due to 
the fact that after investigation, it was determined that these signs would not be needed.   
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ITEM #3 – con’t. 
Mr. Dykes went on to say that they wished to keep the signs they have and improve on 
them.  Mr. Dykes said that they wished to modernize the look of the area and make it 
more attractive to potential clients.  Mr. Dykes also said that one o f the main signs is 
currently parallel to East Big Beaver and they are planning on relocating it so that it 
would be perpendicular.   
 
Mr. Dykes further stated that regarding the gatehouses; they wished to modernize the 
entrance to keep up with the improvements made along Big Beaver.  Mr. Dykes said 
that they would remove the two gatehouses and add the walls. 
 
Vice Chairman Nelson asked what the total number of signs would be and Mr. Dykes 
stated that the number of signs would be six (6) and the square footage for the sign at 
the main entrance would be reduced from 115 square feet to 65 square feet. 
 
Vice Chairman Nelson opened the Public Hearing.  No one wished to be heard and the 
Public Hearing was closed. 
 
There are no written approvals or objections on file. 
 
Motion by Need 
Supported by Kessler 
 
MOVED, to grant Marc Dykes, Home Properties, Inc., 2860 Charter, relief of Chapter 78 
of the Troy City Code to replace an existing ground sign with a new sign that is 65 
square feet in size. 
 

• The new sign will decrease the square footage of this sign from 115 square feet 
to 65 square feet. 

• The variance will not have an adverse effect on surrounding property. 
 

Yeas:  3 – Kessler, Need, Nelson 
Absent: 2 – Dziurman, Zuazo 
 
MOTION TO GRANT REQUEST FOR RELIEF OF CHAPTER 78 CARRIED 
 
Mr. Zuazo arrived at 9:02 A.M. 
 
Mr. Need asked for clarification regarding the request to remove the gatehouses and 
replace them with masonry screening walls.  Mr. Stimac stated that the present 
gatehouses basically resemble bus shelters.  Mr. Stimac also explained that a straight 
masonry wall would replace the gatehouses, which would be a combination of brick and 
wrought iron.  Mr. Stimac also stated the height of the walls of the existing gatehouses 
is approximately 10’, and the proposed end columns would be 10’ – 8”.  Mr. Need also 
asked where the proposed walls would be in regards to the right-of-way.  Mr. Stimac 
stated that they would be behind the right-of-way line.   
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ITEM #3 – con’t. 
Vice Chairman Nelson asked if the walls would be attached to the buildings, and Mr. 
Dykes stated that they would like them to be 1 to 2 feet away from the buildings.  Mr. 
Need then asked what was planned for the area between the right of way line and the 
fence, and Mr. Dykes stated that they plan to add extra landscaping.  Mr. Need also 
asked why Mr. Dykes wished to make the wall this high, and Mr. Dykes replied that they 
would like the walls to remain visible to traffic from Big Beaver. 
 
Motion by Kessler 
Supported by Need 
 
Moved, to grant Marc Dykes, Home Properties, Inc., 2860 Charter relief of Chapter 83 
to remove existing gatehouses and masonry walls in the front yard and replace these 
with two masonry/wrought iron walls, one of which is 55’ in length and the other which is 
54’ in length; each wall will be 7’ in height and include end pillars, 10’-8” high.  
 

• Variance is not contrary to public interest. 
• Variance will not have an adverse effect on surrounding property. 

 
Yeas:  4 – Zuazo, Kessler, Nelson, Need 
Absent: 1 – Dziurman 
 
MOTION TO APPROVE REQUEST FOR RELIEF OF CHAPTER 83 CARRIED 
 
ITEM #4 – VARIANCE REQUESTED.  MARK KARIM, OF WOODGLEN PARK LLC, 
38695 DEQUINDRE, for relief of Chapter 78 to install a ground sign. 
 
Mr. Stimac explained that the petitioner is requesting relief of Chapter 78 to install a 
ground sign, 135 square feet in size that would advertise the Woodglen Park 
Subdivision under development on the adjacent parcel to the west.  The proposed site 
for the sign is not located within the subdivision under development and is, therefore, 
considered an off-site sign. 
 
Section 9.02.01, C permits a development sign only within the subdivision being 
developed.  Since this property is outside the subdivision, the proposal does not comply 
with placement requirements. 
 
Mr. Mark Karim was present and stated that this is a new subdivision and due to the fact 
that it is behind existing homes, visibility is very poor for potential customers.  Mr. Karim 
went on to say that this subdivision only has fourteen (14) lots, and therefore this sign 
would only be a temporary one.  Mr. Karim also stated that they had received written 
permission from the homeowner to place the sign on their property. 
 
Vice Chairman Nelson opened the Public Hearing.  No one wished to be heard and the 
Public Hearing was closed. 
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ITEM #4 – con’t. 
There are no written responses to the public hearing notices on file. 
 
Motion by Need 
Supported by Kessler 
 
MOVED, to grant Mark Karim, of Woodglen Park, LLC, 38695 Dequindre, for relief of 
Chapter 78 to install a ground sign to advertise the Woodglen Park Subdivision under 
development on the adjacent parcel to the west. 
 

• Sign will be removed within eighteen (18) months. 
• Variance is not contrary to public interest. 

 
Yeas:  4 – Nelson, Need, Kessler, Zuazo 
Absent: 1 – Dziurman 
 
MOTION TO GRANT VARIANCE FOR EIGHTEEN (18) MONTHS CARRIED 
 
The Building Code Board of Appeals adjourned at 9:15 A.M. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MS/pp 
 
 
 
 



ELECTION COMMISSION MINUTES - FINAL     JANUARY 3, 2002 
 

 

A meeting of the Troy Election Commission was held Thursday, January 3, 2002, at 
City Hall, 500 W. Big Beaver Road. City Clerk Bartholomew called the Meeting to order 
at 6:00 P.M. 

 
Roll Call:  PRESENT: David Anderson, Timothy Dewan, City Clerk Tonni 

Bartholomew 
ABSENT:   None  
ALSO PRESENT: Deputy City Clerk Barbara Holmes 

Minutes: Regular Meeting of November 20, 2001  
 
Resolution # EC-2002-01-01 
Motion by Dewan, seconded by Anderson, CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY: To approve the 
Minutes of November 20, 2001, as submitted. 

Approval of Precincts and Polling Locations:  
 
City Clerk Bartholomew presented the proposed precinct boundaries and polling locations 
to the Commission. Ms. Bartholomew reviewed the proposal and noted that it would be 
placed before City Council as a preliminary item at their next meeting on January 7, 2002 
and again on January 14, 2002 for final action.  
 
Resolution # EC-2002-01-02 
Motion by Anderson, seconded by Dewan, CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY: To recommend 
the proposed precinct boundaries and polling locations to City Council as submitted by 
the City Clerk. 
 
Adjournment: The meeting was adjourned at 6:40 PM. 
 
 
 
 

Tonni L. Bartholomew, Chair 
City Clerk 
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The Regular Meeting of the Troy City Planning Commission was called to order by 
Chairman Chamberlain at 7:30 P.M. on Tuesday, January 8, 2002, in the Council 
Chambers of the Troy City Hall. 
 

 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
 
 
  Present:      Absent 
 
  Waller       Littman    
  Kramer          
  Pennington 
  Storrs 
  Starr 
  Reece 
  Wright 
  Chamberlain  
   
 
 
Also Present: 
 
Mark Miller, Planning Director 
Susan Lancaster, Assistant City Attorney 
Jordan Keoleian, Student Representative 
  
 
 
RESOLUTION 
 
Moved by Wright Seconded by Waller 
 
 
RESOLVED, that Lawrence Littman be excused from attendance at this meeting. 
 

 Yeas:            Abstain   Absent 
   
                All Present (8)            Littman 
 
 
                                  
MOTION APPROVED 



PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING MINUTES – FINAL  January 8, 2002 
 

- 2 - 

 
2. MINUTES 

 
RESOLUTION 

 
Moved by Wright Seconded by Storrs 

 
RESOLVED, that the November 27, 2001 Regular Meeting Minutes be tabled to 
the next Planning Commission Meeting on January 22, 2002. 
   
 Yeas:            Abstain   Absent 
   All Present (8)                                                                Littman 
 
MOTION APPROVED 
 
 
RESOLUTION 
 
Moved by Storrs Seconded by Pennington 
 
RESOLVED to approve the December 11, 2001 Planning Commission Regular 
Meeting Minutes as modified.   
 
 Yeas:            Abstain   Absent 
 Reece    Wright    Littman  
 Kramer   Chamberlain     
 Waller 
 Pennington 
 Storrs      
 Starr   
   

 MOTION APPROVED 
 
 
3. PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 There were no public comments 

 
 

SITE PLAN 
 
4. SITE PLAN REVIEW (SP-871) – Fountain Park Condominium, East side of 

Rochester and North of Wattles, Section 15, R-1T 
  
 Mr. Miller stated that John Janviriya and Incas Construction submitted a Site Plan 

for the proposed Fountain Park Condominium.  The subject property is part of lots 
2, 3 and 4 of Supervisor’s Plat No. 22 Subdivision, 2.74 acres, within the R-1T 
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Zoning District.  City Council rezoned this property to it’s current district in 
December of 2001.   

 
Mr. Miller further stated that the proposed attached condominium will include 
three (3) buildings with a total of 14 units, including attached two (2) car garages.  
Access to the garages for building 3, units A, were improved by increasing the 
drive area; however, a 100 degree turn is necessary to enter these garages and 
there is concern that the largest vehicles will have difficulties entering the 
garages.  A single cul-de-sac type private road with access to Rochester Road is 
proposed.  This private road configuration is somewhat unusual; however, City 
Staff’s concerns for maneuverability were satisfied by the petitioner.  In addition, 
Staff explored the feasibility of providing an inter-connection with Maya’s 
Meadows Condominium south of the subject property, to reduce the number of 
curb cuts on Rochester Road.  There was not a logical location for the inter-
connection.  Two private stormwater detention basins are included in the 
northeast and southeast corners of the proposed development.  The Natural 
Features Map does not indicate natural features on the subject property.  All 
Zoning Ordinance requirements have been met with the exception of a Planning 
Commission discretionary decision.   

 
Mr. Miller further stated that Section 12.60.03 of the Zoning Ordinance requires a 
50 feet wide berm along Rochester Road; however, the Planning Commission 
can modify this requirement through the use of retaining walls.  The petitioner has 
utilized a retaining wall to provide driveway access to buildings 1 and 2.  
  
Mr. Miller concluded that the Planning Department recommends approval of the 
Subject Preliminary Site Plan. 
 
Mr. Starr commented on the unusual design and stated he was concerned about 
a guest turning into the site condo and how many vehicles could stack in there. 
 
Mr. Miller stated there is approximately 15-20 feet of length and depending on the 
cars, maybe three (3) or four (4) cars could stack in the drive.  The Planning 
Department did check out the private road and noted that it is somewhat unusual.  
There are only 14 units, it will not generate a lot of traffic.  If someone does have 
a party, there may be a problem with parking; however, it does meet all ordinance 
requirements. 
 
Mr. Kramer stated it looks like there is some attempt for a deceleration lane.  
What is that. 
 
Mr. Miller replied it is not clear on the plan. 
 
Mr. Kramer asked if one was required, tha t he is not aware of what the ordinance 
requires. 
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Mr. Miller stated that a deceleration lane is based on traffic generation, not the 
Zoning Ordinance. 
 
Mr. Reece stated his concern about the curb cuts and asked if there was anything 
in the files pertaining to curb cuts or interconnection. 
 
Mr. Miller stated that the Planning Department looked into these issue and have 
not found anything in the files. 
 
Mr. Storrs asked if the detention basins are fenced.     
 
Mr. Abdelnor, petitioner's architect, stated the fencing depends on the slope of the 
basin.  If it does not slope too much, we won't have to fence.   

 
Mr. Chamberlain stated that the detail of the detention basin is drawn as a 1 and 
4 slope, that requires fencing, that he does not like. 
 
Mr. Wright  sta ted that this development does not have an area to plow snow. 
 
Mr. Abdelnor stated there are some green areas available to put the snow.  This 
issue was discussed with the Fire Department and Planning Department. 
 
Mr. Wright stated that some of the private snow plow contractors come in and just 
push it out into the main thoroughfares (Rochester Road). 
 
Mr. Abdelnor commented that this will be a very nice project and the developers 
have tried to solve a lot of problems.  The placement of the garage doors makes 
the project more appealing and there is some very nice architectural details 
including some limestone detail.  The owner will do his very best to make it a very 
nice project.   
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated that the Planning Commission does want a deceleration 
lane on Rochester Road and no fencing around the detention ponds. 
 
Mr. Waller commented on the retaining wall along Rochester Road and it is better 
than a berm. 
 
Mr. Kramer stated there is a 35 foot setback for this type of zoning, how large a 
deck or patio could you put on the back of the unit before you would encroach.    
You could be in the setback area right away. 
 
Mr. Miller stated that the units are at the setback area. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated that the real problem is density and there doesn't seem to 
be any solutions.  We will be creating cases for the BZA. 
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Mr. Kramer commented that a deck wouldn't be a hardship because it comes with 
the land. 
 
Mr. Reece stated that he thinks it is an excellent plan; however, he does have 
concern over the number of curb cuts.  He stated we should find an alternative to 
the curb cut. 
 
Mr. Waller stated that he felt that Mr. Miller did a good job addressing this plan as 
he did.  This is one of the first attached condominiums and we have to address 
interconnection in the future.    
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated that we need to get into access issues, if nothing else, 
pedestrian access.  Interconnection is an issue for all future projects.  We have to 
figure out how to improve R-1T developments; however, we cannot hold this 
petitioner hostage because he meets all requirements. 
 
RESOLUTION 
 
Moved by Waller      Seconded by Kramer 
 
RESOLVED, that Preliminary Site Plan Approval request for the Fountain Park 
Condominium, located on the east of side of Rochester and north of Wattles, 
being 2.74 acres, within the R1-T Zoning District, is hereby granted, subject to the 
following conditions being met: 
 
 1.  Provision of the deceleration lane on Rochester Road. 
 2.  Retaining wall in lieu of a 50 ft. wide berm. 
 3.  Unfenced detention pond is a desired Engineering goal. 

4.  Any changes to the approve Preliminary Site Plan must come back to 
the Planning Commission for approval. 

 
Yeas:    Nays:    Absent: 
 
Wright    Reece    Littman 
Chamberlain   Starr 
Waller    Storrs 
Kramer 
Pennington 
 

MOTION APPROVED 
 
 
Mr. Miller commented that detention ponds with a slope of 6 and 1 or less do not 
require fencing and slopes greater than 4 on 1 are not permitted.  He further 
commented the deceleration lane is required when traffic generation standards 
are achieved.   



PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING MINUTES – FINAL  January 8, 2002 
 

- 6 - 

Mr. Starr stated he was concerned about three issues; detention basins, snow 
plowing, and he doesn't think the Planning Commission is ready to deal with 
these developments. 
 
Mr. Reece stated that there is a health, safety, and welfare issue and reducing 
the density could be helpful.  In addition, interconnection, cross-access and joint 
access should be addressed.  Finally, we should be looking at other ways this 
land could be developed in the future. 
 
Mr. Storrs stated he was opposed to the fenced detention pond and there are a 
lot of potential problems with no solutions, i.e., parking, snow removal, etc. 
  
RESOLUTION 
 
Moved by Waller      Seconded by Kramer 
 
RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission hereby recommends to the City 
Council that the private street system proposed to serve the Residential 
Condominium on the east of side of Rochester and north of Wattles, being 2.74 
acres, within the R1-T Zoning District be approved in accordance with the site 
plan as presented and approved on this date, in accordance with Section 
11.50.04 of the Zoning Ordinance, subject to the provision of sidewalk and utility 
easements as determined to be necessary by the City Staff, is hereby granted, 
subject to the following conditions being met: 
 
 1.  Provision of the deceleration lane on Rochester Road. 
 2.  Retaining wall in lieu of a 50 ft. wide berm. 
 3.  Unfenced detention pond is a desired Engineering goal. 

4.  Any changes to the approve Preliminary Site Plan must come back to 
the Planning Commission for approval. 

 
Yeas:    Nays:    Absent: 
 
Wright    Reece    Littman 
Chamberlain   Starr 
Waller    Storrs 
Kramer 
Pennington 
 
MOTION APPROVED 
 
 

Mr. Starr stated he was concerned about the detention basins and that he does 
not feel that the Planning Commission is quite ready to approve R-1T 
developments. 
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Mr. Reece stated that a health, safety, and welfare issue might be resolved by 
reducing the density.  Interconnection should be addressed and we should be 
looking at other ways this land could be developed in the future. 
 
Mr. Storrs stated he was against the fenced detention pond.  There are a lot of 
potential problems with no solution, i.e., parking, snow removal, etc. 

 
 

5. SITE PLAN REVIEW (SP-870) – Troy Professional Building, Office Building, West 
side of Dequindre and South of Wattles, Section 24, O-1 

  
Mr. Miller stated that Harry and Sunnie Kwon submitted a Site Plan for the Troy 
Professional Building.  The subject property is lots 23 and 24 of Eyster’s 
Dequindre Farms Subdivision within the O-1 Zoning District.  Both lots were 
rezoned to O-1 in 2001 by City Council.  The proposed building is 5,100 square 
feet in size with a single driveway access to Dequindre Road.  Cross-access 
easement is provided to the property to the north.  A privately owned stormwater 
detention basin is provided, with a 4 to 1 slope; therefore,  fencing is required.  A 
six feet wall is provided on the south property line; however, the petitioner has 
noted intention to seek variance from the wall requirement at the Board of Zoning 
Appeals.  There are no natural features indicated on the subject property. 
 
Mr. Miller concluded that all Zoning Ordinance requirements are met by the office 
development proposal.  The Planning Department recommends approval of the 
Preliminary Site Plan.   
 
Mr. Waller asked if they were to physically add a structure on the property, would 
that cause the detention pond to be altered. 
 
Mr. Miller commented regarding the size requirements of a detention basin.  The 
petitioner indicated they cannot modify the basin to a 6  to 1.    
 
Tom Sobel of Spalding Dedecker, Engineer for the Petitioner, commented on the 
project being a one-story masonry office building.  It is one of three possible 
future phases and stormwater detention is based on the current proposal.  
Initially, the detention pond was on the east side of the property off Dequindre; 
however, Engineering asked us to relocate to the west side.  Further, he stated 
that there is a stormwater connection to Birchwood Site Condominiums. 
 
Mr. Keoleian asked if there were sidewalks. 
 
Mr. Sobel answered yes, that there are existing 8 foot sidewalks. 
 
Mr. Storrs stated there is a shallow swale that runs around the building.  What 
would it really take to incorporate the detention into some kind of creative design. 
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Mr. Sobel stated that their appropriate stormwater outlet is not Dequindre.   
 
Mr. Waller asked if there were any discussions regarding a deceleration lane. 
 
Mr. Sobel stated they had discussed this issue with the road commission.  They 
stated it probably would not be appropriate to put one in because it would be torn 
up when the road commission constructs the new road within the next two years. 
 
Mr. Waller asked if the existing road is shown on the plan. 
 
Mr. Sobel replied yes. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated that the deceleration lane probably will not happen. 
 
Mr. Kramer asked if roof top elevations are proposed. 
 
Mr. Sobel replied there are no roof units. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated there will be no detention pond allowed on Dequindre. 
 
 
RESOLUTION 
 
Moved by Starr       Seconded by Storrs 
 
RESOLVED, that Preliminary Site Plan Approval request for a 5,100 square foot 
building known as the Troy Professional Building, Office Building, lots 23 and 24 
of Eyster’s Dequindre Farms Subdivision, located on the west side of Dequindre 
and south of Wattles, in Section 24, within the O-1 Zoning District, is hereby 
granted, subject to the following conditions: 
 
 1.  Stormwater detention basin will be constructed with a 1 on 6 slope with 
      no fencing. 

 
2. Any changes to this site plan will require Planning Commission 

approval. 
 
Mr. Waller requested that Ms. Lancaster comment on the development standards 
pertaining to the 1 on 4 slope.  The Petitioner claims that 1 on 4 is within the legal 
requirements. 
 
Ms. Lancaster stated that the Planning Commission is within their authority to 
exercise due caution and to amend the requirements when it comes to health, 
safety, and welfare issues. 
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Mr. Waller asked if the Planning Commission had the same authority pertaining to 
the wall. 
 
Ms. Lancaster answered no, the Board of Zoning Appeals have the authority to 
waive this requirement. 
 

Yeas:    Nays:    Absent: 
 
   All Present (8)            Littman 
 
 
MOTION APPROVED 
 
 

6. SITE PLAN REVIEW (SP-735) – Heller Machine Tool Industrial Building 
Expansion, West of Crooks, North side of Equity Dr., Section 32, M-1 

  
Mr. Miller stated that Campbell/Manix Associates is the petitioner for the Heller 
Machine Tools Industrial Building expansion. The subject property is 10.047 
acres and located within the M-1 Zoning District.  There is an existing single 
driveway access to Equity Drive.  The existing building received Site Plan 
Approval in 1994 and 1999,  with City Council granting a parking variance of 65 
spaces in 1999 (minutes enclosed).  In addition, the Board of Zoning Appeals 
granted a variance to February 2002 for a temporary tent structure (minutes 
enclosed).  There are no natural features located on the subject property. 
 
Mr. Miller further stated that Section 39.70.09 of the Zoning Ordinance requires 
the dumpster to be screened on three sides.  The Planning Commission may 
waive the screening if it is determined the location is obscured from any abutting 
streets and no other significant negative effects will result from the waiver. 
 
Mr. Miller concluded stating that all Zoning Ordinance requirements, with the 
exception of the dumpster screening, are met by the proposed industrial building 
expansion.  The Planning Department recommends approval of the Preliminary 
Site Plan with due consideration of the dumpster screening.   
 
Mr. Waller asked if the dumpster is clearly unscreened. 
 
Mr. Miller stated screening of the dumpsters is required and there is none 
proposed on the site plan. 
 
Mr. Robert Jordan of Campbell/Manix, Petitioner, stated that the dumpster is 
currently screened in by wood.  However, they would change the wood fences to 
screening if necessary. 
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Mr. Storrs asked if the dumpsters could be relocated further away from the Wal 
Mart store. 
 
Mr. Jordan stated he was sure that they could find another location for the 
dumpsters if necessary. 
 
 
RESOLUTION 
 
Moved by Starr      Seconded by Waller 
 
RESOLVED, that Preliminary Site Plan Approval request for the Heller Machine 
Tool Industrial Building Expansion, west of Crooks and on the north side of Equity 
Drive, Section 32, being 10.047 acres in size within the of M-1 Zoning District, is 
hereby granted, subject to the following conditions: 
 

1. That dumpster screening be provided per Zoning Ordinance 
requirements. 

 
Yeas:    Nays:    Absent: 
 
All Present (8)      Littman 
 

MOTION APPROVED 
 
 

7. PUBLIC HEARING – FUTURE LAND USE PLAN & TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
 

 Mr. Miller stated, in accordance with the Municipal Planning Act (Public Act 285, 
1931 as amended) the Planning Commission is required to conduct one public 
hearing prior to the adoption of the Future Land Use Plan and Transportation 
Plan.  The notification process included a public hearing notice in the Troy-
Somerset Gazette and registered mail notice to the City’s public utility and 
railroad companies.  The adoption of the Plans shall be by resolution of the 
Planning Commission carried by the affirmative votes of not less than six (6) 
members of the Planning Commission.  The resolution shall refer expressly to the 
maps and text intended by the Planning Commission to form the whole or part of 
the Plan.  An attested copy of the Plan shall then be certified to City Council and 
to the Register of Deeds.  Mr. Miller then summarized the Future Land Use Plan 
and its components. 

 
Mr. Chamberlain stated that the Natural Features Map should be cross-
referencing flood plain information and strike revisions on the Transportation 
Plan, and to leave the Natural Features Map dates blank. 
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Mr. Storrs commented on the fact that the Transportation Plan was never made 
available to SEMCOG and that we might recommend after we adopt the Master 
Plan, that we send it to them. 
 
Mr. Waller commented on the Transportation Plan related to the 10 ft. safety and 
walkway path, and asked if anyone has corresponded or communicated with 
those who own property in the proposed location. 
 
Mr. Miller stated there has been no staff communication. 
 
Public hearing opened. 
 
Mary Bogush of 5916 Patterson, Troy asked why the fire pots or preservation 
areas referenced were to be removed. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated they were not necessarily located correctly.  Natural 
Features Map will achieve the same goal as the fire pots or preservation areas. 
 
Mr. Storrs stated if you look at it another way, the fire pots were the totality of the 
natural features designation, while the Natural Features Map is very specific. 
 
Public hearing closed. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated that we should delete all revision dates on the Maps and 
Plans.   
 
He further stated the following: 
 
 1.  Revise Date on Transportation Plan. 
 2.  Flood Plan notation provided. 

  3.  Delete draft date on all maps. 
 
 

RESOLUTION 
 
Moved by Pennington     Seconded by Reece 
 
RESOLVED, the Future Land Use Plan of the City of Troy consists of goals, 
objectives, policies and graphic representations which serve as a guide for the 
development of the City. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Future land Use Plan includes a text 
document and three graphic maps that include the Future Land Use Plan, 
Transportation Plan and Natural Features Map. 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, by it’s nature, the Future Land Use Plan must be 
flexible so that it can be sensitive and responsive to the social, economic and 
physical development trends and realities of the City as well as the total region of 
which Troy is a part. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Future Land Use Plan be adopted in 
accordance with the Municipal Planning Act, Public Act 285, 1931, as amended. 
 

Yeas:    Nays:    Absent: 
 
All Present (8)      Littman 

 
MOTION APPROVED 
 
 

8. ELECTION OF PLANNING COMMISSION OFFICERS 
 
RESOLUTION 

   
Moved by:  Waller     Seconded by:  Reece  

 
RESOLVED, that Gary Chamberlain and Lawrence Littman be nominated to 
serve as Chairman and Vice Chairman of the Planning Commission, respectively, 
for 2002, and that Cynthia Pennington and Dave Waller be recommended to the 
City Council as the Commission's Board of Zoning Appeals representative and 
alternate, respectively, for 2002, and 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that nominations be closed and that these officers 
be elected and representatives recommended, as indicated. 

 
 Yeas:      Nays:    Absent: 
  

All Present (8)       Littman 
 
MOTION APPROVED  
  
 
FOR THE GOOD OF THE ORDER 

 
Mr. Chamberlain discussed cross-access for attached condos.  He stated that we 
need to deal with it sooner than later.  We also need to review the Ordinance on 
Special Use approval, and therefore, I would propose tonight that we have more 
than one Special Study meeting a month.  It took us 1½ years to do this (Future 
Land Use Plan).  He would like to see two special study meetings a month. 
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Mr. Starr stated that is a 50% increase in study meetings.   
 
Mr. Wright stated he might have a problem with doing it the first Tuesday of the 
month and will have a problem with spring break week. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain stated that in the last two or three years, we have had full 
commission present and we've got to move quickly on a number of issues. 
 
Mr. Reece commented on a Master Curb-Cut Plan.  He stated other communities 
do it!  He stated that even if you came in for a sign permit, you had to do a new 
curb cut.  It was a health, safety, and welfare issue. 
 
Mr. Chamberlain commented on the article The Folly of "Smart Growth" that Mr. 
Miller e-mailed to all stating that it was a good article and that all should read in its 
entirety. 
 
Mr. Waller stated that if we do three meetings a month, we should eliminate the 
summer months, June, July, and August. 
 
Mr. Reece commented on the Standard Federal on Dequindre and the drive-thru 
window stacking up with vehicles almost to Dequindre.   
 
Mr. Storrs asked who is responsible for the Development Standards. 
 
Mr. Miller replied City Council, although Engineering Department is responsible 
for the development and implementation.    
 
 
Establishment of Meeting Schedule – 2002 
 
RESOLUTION 
 
Moved by Pennington     Seconded by Storrs  
 
RESOLVED, that the Troy City Planning Commission hereby establishes the 
following schedule for their meetings during the calendar year 2002: 
  

1. Regular Meetings will be held on the second Tuesday of each month. 
 
2. Special/Study Meetings will be held on the fourth Tuesday of each 

month, as necessary, with the exception of December 24th. 
 
3. Additional Special/Study Meetings will be held on the first Tuesday of 

the month, as necessary.    
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 Yeas:      Nays:    Absent: 
 

All Present (8)       Littman  
 
MOTION APPROVED 
 
 
MEETING ADJOURNED 9:15 P.M. 

 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Mark F. Miller 
Planning Director 
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PARKS AND RECREATION ADVISORY BOARD 
Minutes of January 10, 2002 

 
 
Present:   Jeff Stewart, member   Orestes Kaltsounis, member 
  Gary Hauff, member   Kathleen Fejes, member 
  Larry Jose, member    Lucy Lu, student representative 
  Stuart Alderman, staff   Jeff Biegler, staff 
  Carol Anderson, staff 
 
 
Absent: Robert O’Brien, John Goetz, Tom Krent, Doug Bordas 
 
Chairman Jeff Stewart called the meeting to order at 7:33 p.m. 
 
A motion by Orestes Kaltsounis, supported by Kathleen Fejes, that the minutes from 
November 8, 2001 be approved as submitted.   
 
   Ayes: All  Nays: None 
   MOTION CARRIED 
 
New Business 

A. Park Board Ordinance – It was previously discussed that the Park Board 
Ordinance be changed to nine members.  City Council has decided to keep the 
Ordinance as it is currently written.  Another representative may be appointed in 
the future.   
Meeting Absences – According to City Code, if a person that is named to a board 
or commission misses 25% or 5 consecutive meetings, unless those absences are 
excused by the board, they can be removed.   

B. Street Tree Replacement Policy – Annual tree planting takes place in the fall.  
Approximately 500 trees are planted per year.  Previously, the policy was to 
replace a dead tree only if requested by the homeowner.  Staff is requesting that 
the policy be changed to replace all dead trees unless the homeowner requests not 
to have it replaced.   

 
A motion by Larry Jose, supported by Kathleen Fejes, that the Tree Replacement Policy be 
recommended for approval by City Council. 
 
  Ayes: All  Nays: None 
  MOTION CARRIED 
 
OLD BUSINESS 

A. Community Center Update – More than 70 Community Center passes were sold 
the first day.  Our goal is to sell 5,000 to 6,000.  It is scheduled to open in March.   

 
B. Section 1 Golf Course – The developer has done some surveying and engineering 

work and is still working on bonding.  The bonding is more difficult to obtain for this 
project because the golf course will be developed on a land fill.   
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C. Park Name Submissions  – Two additional requests were made for Park names.  A 
recommendation for the name of new Parks will be made when we have acquired 
all the land for Parks.   

 
D. Skatepark Update  – City Council will include the skatepark in the Civic Center site 

plan but have not committed to a location.   
 

E. Nature Center Update – Construction continues and the target date for opening is 
the end of January or early February. 

 
Staff Reports 

A. Directors Report – Section 36 property on Milverton is currently being surveyed to 
identify the property lines.   
 
Jeff Stewart will be attending the MRPA Conference that will be held in Traverse 
City from February 9 through the 13th.   

 
B. Recreation Report – The positions of Aquatics Coordinator and Gym Fitness 

Coordinator has been closed.  We will begin interviewing for these positions soon.   
 
The Spring bulletin is being prepared for mailing in February.   
 
The ski program is running.   
 
A letter to the middle and high school principals has been sent to request a list of 
names for a Teen Advisory Board.  We want input from teens as to what they want 
in the parks, programs and in the teen room of the Community Center.   

 
C. Parks Report – Tree pruning is done in sections 2 through 17.  Before spring they 

will have pruned more than 3,000 trees.   
 

The holiday decoration banners are down and the “Welcome To Troy” banners are 
up on Big Beaver Road. 
 
City Council awarded Firestation #1 the best decorated firehouse.   

 
A motion by Kathleen Fejes, supported by Larry Jose, that absent members be excused.   
 
  Ayes: All  Nays: None 
  MOTION CARRIED 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 8:57 p.m. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
_____________________________ 
Mary Peltier 
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The meeting was called to order at 7:32 p.m. by Chairman Max Ehlert in the Lower Level 
Conference Room.  
 
PRESENT: Max Ehlert ABSENT: John Walker 
 W. Stan Godlewski  David Balagna 
 James Moseley   
 James Peard   
 Thomas Sawyer   
 Jennifer Gilbert, Student Representative   
 Sergeant George Zielinski   
 Lynn McDaniel, Clerk-Typist   
 
Moved by Sawyer, seconded by Peard, to EXCUSE the absent member(s).  APPROVED 
unanimously 
 
Moved by Godlewski, seconded by Peard, to APPROVE the minutes of the December 10, 
2001 meeting as printed.   
APPROVED unanimously 
 
AGENDA ITEMS: 
 

1. 7-ELEVEN, INC. (A TEXAS CORPORATION) requests a new Specially 
Designated Distributor (SDD) license, to be located at 2891 Crooks, Troy, 
Michigan 48084, Oakland County, to be held in conjunction with existing 2001 
Specially Designated Merchant license. [MLCC REF#137558] 

 
Present to answer questions from the committee was Mr. Nisar Siddiqui, Franchise Owner 
and Mr. Harvey Blitz, Franchise Director and Assistant Secretary for 7-Eleven, Inc. 
 
Mr. Blitz presented the committee with digital pictures of 2 – three foot sections of shelving 
that will hold liquor behind the counter.  Mr. Siddiqui plans to sell only a small number of 
different brands of liquor.  Liquor sales are projected at only 4-5% of sales.  The shelves 
will also hold cigarettes and health and beauty aids. 
 
A hand drawn schematic was presented to the committee. The schematic did not show 
access to liquor counter or layout of the store. Committee members were not comfortable 
with the hand drawn schematic and felt it was not ready to be presented to City Council.  
Mr. Blitz and Mr. Siddiqui were asked to present a detailed schematic layout of the store 
and liquor counter at the next meeting.  
 
Moved by Moseley, seconded by Sawyer, to TABLE item to the February 11, 2002 
meeting. 
APPROVED unanimously 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. 2875 W. MAPLE, L.L.C. requests to transfer ownership of 1997 Class C licensed 

business with Dance Permit, Official Permit (Food), and Sunday Sales Permit, 
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located in escrow at 2865 W. Maple, Troy, MI 48084, Oakland County, from LAURI 
MANAGEMENT, INC. (Step I) [MLCC Ref#13894], and then 

 
FULL SERVICE DINING, INC. (AN INDIANA CORPORATION), Midtown Square 
Shopping Center, Troy, MI 48084, Oakland County, requests to transfer ownership 
of 1997 Class C licensed business (in escrow) with Dance Permit and Official 
Permit (Food), from 2875 MAPLE, LLC; and transfer location from 2875 W. Maple, 
Troy, MI 48084, Oakland County (Step II) [MLCC Ref#140164] 
 

Present to answer questions from the committee was Mr. Bob Rosett, license holder (in 
escrow) for Grub Street Hermit and Mr. John Carlin, attorney for Full Service Dining, Inc. 
 
Mr. John Carlin has requested transfer of escrowed license from Grub Street Hermit that 
has been torn down and transfer to Full Service Dining, Inc. that will build a Papa Vino’s 
Restaurant at Midtown Square Shopping Center. This will be a full service dining 
establishment with 225 seats and expects to generate $1.8 million dollars in sales. Alcohol 
is projected to only be about 14-15% of sales. Full Service Dining, Inc. has 15 other 
restaurants in Michigan. The restaurant is expecting to be operational by the Fall of 2002. 
Management will be brought in from other restaurants owned by Full Service Dining, Inc. 
and employees will be fully trained in the TIPS Program when restaurant opens. The 
manager and employees have not been hired yet for this location.  
 
Mr. Carlin was asked if the other restaurants in Michigan had any liquor violations. 
To Mr. Carlin’s recollection, he did not believe they have had any violations for 3-4 years.  
 
Mr. Ehlert noted that there was no one from the company present at the meeting to answer 
questions.  Committee members requested that someone with a financial interest, regional 
manager or someone familiar with the day-to-day operations be present to answer 
questions at the next meeting. 
 
Moved by Moseley, seconded by Godlewski, to APPROVE STEP ONE the above request. 
APPROVED unanimously. 
 
Moved by Moseley, seconded by Sawyer, to TABLE STEP TWO item to February 11, 
2002 meeting. 
APPROVED unanimously. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Committee members discussed reviewed criteria that will be included in initial packet that 
will be sent out to liquor license applicants.  The revised criteria will be “bolded” to show 
that it will be the responsibility of the applicant to show the Liquor Advisory Committee why 
they should approve their license. 
 
Mr. Moseley presented a Liquor License Transfer Policy for the members to review and 
discuss.  Members would like the Legal Dept. to review policy. 
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Sgt. Zielinski passed out a Summary of MLCC Violations for 2001. City Council will hold a 
special Council meeting on February 25 & February 27, 2002 to address these violations.   
 
Moved by Sawyer, seconded by Moseley, to ADJOURN the meeting at 8:26 p.m. 
APPROVED unanimously 
 
LM/lm 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION MINUTES – DRAFT JANUARY 15, 2002 
 
 
Meeting called to order at 7:38 P.M. on Tuesday, January 15, 2002. 
 
PRESENT:   Marjorie A. Biglin, Co-Chair 
    Kevin Danielson, Chair 
    Paul Lin 
    Jacques O. Nixon 
 
STAFF:   John M. Skeens, Education Coordinator/Museum 
 
ABSENT (EXCUSED): David Eisenbacher 

Dorothy Scott 
 

GUESTS:   Jill Gleba 
 
ITEM #1 APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF NOVEMBER 20, 2001 
 
MOVED BY NIXON, SECONDED BY BIGLIN, TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE 
MEETING OF NOVEMBER 20, 2001 AS WRITTEN. 
 Yes:  4-Yes. Biglin, Danielson, Lin, Nixon 
 
ITEM #2 NEW BUSINESS 
 

A. Sign replacement on Historic Designated Site # 10-101-002. Property owner 
Jill Gleba submitted drawings to replace an existing sign at 46 E. Square 
Lake Rd. New sign meets City of Troy Zoning requirements and was issued a 
permit from the Building Department. Sign Permit No: PSG2001-0497. 
Historic District Commission is satisfied that the new sign will enhance the 
historic character of the structure and the Historic District.  
 
MOVED BY NIXON, SECONDED BY BIGLIN, TO APPROVE THE SIGN 
REPLACEMNT ON HISTORIC DESIGNATED SITE #10-101-002. 
 Yes:  4-Yes. Biglin, Danielson, Lin, Nixon 
 

B. Develop a flyer/booklet comprised of photos, text and maps that promote the 
current Historic Districts, State and National historic designated sites and 
other historic points of interest in the City of Troy.  

 
C. The Commission would like to sponsor a Commemorative bench at the 

Veterans Memorial in front of City Hall to honor those veterans from Troy and 
Troy Township that fought in the Revolutionary War, Civil War and Spanish 
American War. The bench with names engraved will cost $1,000.00.  

 
MOVED BY NIXON, SECONDED BY DANIELSON, TO APPROVE THE 
SPONSORSHIP OF A COMMERATIVE BENCH AT THE VETERANS 
MEMORIAL IN FRONT OF CITY HALL AT A COST OF $1,000.00. 
 Yes:  4-Yes. Biglin, Danielson, Lin, Nixon 
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ITEM #3 OLD BUSINESS 
 

A. 770 West Square Lake Road: Construction still in process. Tabled 
 

B. Church & Parsonage: Project still in progress. No update at this time. Tabled 
 

C. Flyer Program:  Flyer to Historic Home Owners submitted for final approval. 
Flyer to be submitted to Assistant City Manager Gary Shripka, and forwarded 
to City Council for approval.  

 
MOVED BY DANIELSON, SECONDED BY NIXON, TO APPROVE THE 
TEXT, PHOTOS AND LAYOUT OF THE FLYER “TO PRESERVE OUR 
HERITAGE: HISTORIC DESIGNATION IN TROY MICHIGAN”. 
 Yes:  4-Yes. Biglin, Danielson, Lin, Nixon 

 
MOVED BY DANIELSON, SECONDED BY NIXON, TO APPROVE THE 
PRINTING OF 4,000 COPIES OF THE FLYER, NOT TO EXCEDE $500.00 
IN COST. 
 Yes:  4-Yes. Biglin, Danielson, Lin, Nixon 

 
D. Yamasaki Designation: The Commission would like to designate the site as 

historic.  Information is being gathered and the goal is to proceed with a State 
Historic Marker honoring Minoru Yamasaki and his contribution to 
architecture.    

 
ITEM #4 OTHER 
 
 None. 
 
The Historic District Commission meeting adjourned at 8:39 P.M. 
 
The next regular meeting is scheduled on Tuesday, February 19, 2001 at 7:30 PM at 
the Troy City Hall in Conference Room C. 
 
Sincerely 
 
 
 
John M Skeens 
Education Coordinator/Museum 
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TROY DAZE MINUTES 

JANUARY 22, 2002  
 

 
Called to order at 7:34PM by Bob Berk 

 
Present:     Bill Hall  Cheryl Whitton-Kaszubski 

Jim Cyrulewski Tonya Perry    
Jeff Biegler    Sue Bishop 
Cele Dilley   Bob Matlick    
Cindy Stewart          Dave Swanson 
Bob Berk  Xin Li 
 

Chairpersons & Guests: Jeff Winiarski  JoAnn Preston     
    Tom Kaszubski Robert Preston  
    Dave Lambert  Tarcisio Massaini  
    Leonard Bertin         Tom Connery 
    Gordon Meldrum  Mike Gonda 
    Laura Broski   Liz Woloszyk 
    Jen Tabor   
     
Jim introduced and welcomed Xin Li, the new Student Liaison to the Advisory Committee. 
Jim then had everyone introduce themselves and their position with Troy Daze. 
Motion by Sue, second by Jim, and carried, to excuse Kessie Kaltsounis and Dick Tharp. 
  
Secretary Report – No minutes for November 2001 meeting, lacked a quorum. 
 
New Business – ELECTION OF ADVISORY COMMITTEE OFFICERS - Motion by Jim, second 
by Sue, and carried, to elect Bob Berk as Chairman, Kessie Kaltsounis as Vice-Chairman, and Cheryl 
Whitton-Kaszubski as Treasurer. 
APPOINTMENT OF MAGIC OF FALL/TROY DAZE FESTIVAL ACTIVITY 
CHAIRPERSONS – Motion by Jim, second by Cheryl, and carried, to appoint all returning 
Chairpersons and Laura Broski and Jen Tabor as Chairpersons for the 5/10K Run.  Ethni-
City Entertainment to be appointed at a later date. 
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AWARDING of TROY DAZE JACKETS – Any of the Chairpersons/Appointees after three 
(3) consecutive years of working on Troy Daze is eligible to receive a jacket.  Normally, the 
jackets are awarded at the festival. Since 2001 festival was canceled, the eligible 
recipients; Jeff Biegler, Larry Selaty, Linda Hannon, Marie Hoag, and JoAnn Preston will 
receive their jackets at meetings as they attend.  Will need to order at least six (6) jackets 
for the 2002 festival, let Jim or Bob know if you believe someone is eligible for 2002. 
 
Old Business – None. 
 
Adjourned at 7:51PM.  
 
Next Troy Daze Advisory Committee meeting February 26, 2002, at 7:30PM, followed by 
Festival Committee meeting. 
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Advisory Committee for Senior Citizens 
Minutes of February 7, 2002 

 
Present: David Ogg, Member Steven Banch, Member  
 Jo Rhoads, Member Ed Forst, Member 
 Merrill Dixon, Member Bill Weisgerber, Member 
 Lawrence Jose, Member Marie Hoag, Member 
 Carla Vaughan, Staff   
 
Excused: Jane Crowe 
 
Absent:   None 
    
Visitors: Jo-Anne Stein, Aletha Lenderman 
 
Approval of Minutes:  Motion by David Ogg, supported by Ed Forst that the minutes of  
January 3, 2002 be approved as submitted.    Ayes:  All   Nays:  None   MOTION CARRIED. 
 
 
Old Business: 
 
Lunch Program:  Jo Rhoads reported on the meetings of the sub-committee.  Their report is 
attached, and they would like to see their suggestions implemented.   The committee will continue 
to meet and will report again next month.  Merrill Dixon would like to be invited to these meetings 
and he also suggested that Carla and Jean be included.    David Ogg reported that Emerald 
Kitchens cooks for eight cities, and they ask for a greater donation in some cities.  They are 
meeting the requirement to stay under 3% spoilage.  Emerald Kitchens decides on the menu, 
which must then be approved by the Area Agency on Aging.  Karen Jackson at the AAA develops 
and monitors these standards.  Merrill Dixon asked who is in charge of the lunchroom.   Carla 
reported that Jean Moseley is in charge, but Parks and Recreation does step in when there are 
problems.  
 
Community Center Update and Number of Passes Sold:  Carla reported that the dedication 
is tentatively scheduled for March 25 and that Advisory Committee members would be invited.  
Details on the open house are still unavailable due to the uncertainty of the move date.  Carla will 
provide more details at the March meeting.  Carla reported that the goal for passes sold for the 
first year is 4000 head of household and 3000 additional family members.  There have been 474 
passes sold to date, approximately 28% at a discounted rate. 
 
Mailing to All Troy Seniors:  Carla reported that she can get a list of all registered voters age 60 
and older, and that this list does contain about 96% of the seniors in Troy.   
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Other: 
 
Member Comments:  David Ogg commented that the city bus was purchased with grant money 
and the only cost to the city is operating expenses.  He also reported that the casinos reimburse 
groups for bus costs and Troy should be taking advantage of that.  Carla will investigate and 
report back next month.   
 
Parks and Recreation Report:  No report.   
 
Troy Medi-Go Plus Report:  No report. 
 
Nutrition Report:  There were 1238 meals served on 18 days at the Troy Community Center in 
December.  The average donation was $1.71.  1271 homebound meals were delivered.   
 
The meeting was adjourned at 12:05 p.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Carla Vaughan 
Secretary 
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The meeting was called to order at 7:28 p.m. by John Walker in Conference Room C.  
 
PRESENT: W. Stan Godlewski ABSENT: Dave Balagna 
 James Moseley  Max Ehlert 
 James Peard  Jennifer Gilbert 
 Thomas Sawyer   
 John Walker   
 Sergeant George Zielinski 

Lori Bluhm, City Attorney 
Lynn McDaniel, Clerk-Typist 

  

 
Moved by Sawyer, seconded by Godlewski, to EXCUSE the absent member(s).   
APPROVED unanimously 
 
Moved by Moseley, seconded by Sawyer, to APPROVE the minutes of the January 14, 
2002 meeting as printed.   
APPROVED unanimously 
 
AGENDA ITEMS: 
 
1.   7-ELEVEN, INC. (A TEXAS CORPORATION) requests a new Specially 

Designated Distributor (SDD) license, to be located at 2891 Crooks, Troy, 
Michigan, 48084, Oakland County, to be held in conjunction with existing 2001 
Specially Designated Merchant license. [MLCC REF#137558]  

 
Present to answer questions from the committee was Mr. Nisar Siddiqui, Franchise Owner 
and Mr. Harvey Blitz, Franchise Director and Assistant Secretary for 7-Eleven, Inc. 
 
Mr. Blitz and Mr. Siddiqui presented to the committee a package that contained a building 
blueprint and proposed floor plan of the location of the liquor counter. Also included were 
digital pictures taken of the liquor sales counter at the 7-11 located at Maple Road & 
Crooks that will be incorporated at their location. The committee viewed a “Come of Age” 
training video that 7-11 shows every new employee in their training classes. Three issues 
are discussed in the video: The Laws, Recognizing Behaviors, and Refusing a Sale.  Mr. 
Blitz stated that 7-11 believes in being good corporate citizens and upholding the liquor 
laws in the City of Troy. 
 
The committee thanked Mr. Blitz and Mr. Siddiqui for their outstanding documentation and 
presentation to the committee.  
 
Moved by Moseley, seconded by Sawyer, to APPROVE the above request. 
APPROVED unanimously 
 
 
 
 
 

2. FULL SERVICE DINING, INC. (AN INDIANA CORPORATION), Midtown Square 
Shopping Center, Troy, Michigan, 48084, Oakland County, requests to transfer 
ownership of a 1997 Class C licensed business (in escrow) with Dance Permit and 
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Official Permit (Food), from 2875 MAPLE, LLC; and requests a new SDM, and 
transfer location from 2875 W. Maple, Troy, Michigan, 48084, Oakland County 
(Step II), [MLCC Ref#140164] 

 
Old license from Grub Street Hermit –Bob Rosett. New Licensee-Papa Vino’s. 

  
Present to answer questions from the committee were Mr. John Carlin, attorney for Full 
Service Dining, Inc., Mr. Ovig Rajan, General Manager, Mr. Gary Birch, General Manager 
and Mr. Mike Longley, Development Manager for Papa Vino’s. 
 
Mr. Carlin stated that the Management staff hired for this location will have a Drug Alcohol 
Policy and will be taking the TIPS training before the restaurant opens. All employees will 
take the TIPS training before they will serve alcohol to patrons. The company has had only 
3 violations at all their locations. There will be a seasoned general manager hired to 
manage this new location, brought in from another Papa Vino’s. Mr. Rajan has 23 years 
experience in the restaurant business. He stated the general manager will be a hands-on 
manager from the time the restaurant opens. Mr. Birch stated that the restaurant will be 
open from 11AM-10PM weekdays and 11AM-11PM weekends. He stated that Papa 
Vino’s is a competitive family Italian restaurant and stressed that there will be no TV’s 
located in the bar to encourage patrons to stay and drink. The restaurant will comply with 
the Troy Liquor Advisory rules. Only 15% of sales is from liquor with 9% of those in wine 
sales. They do not plan on any outdoor dining.    
  
Moved by Moseley, seconded by Peard, to APPROVE the above request. 
APPROVED unanimously 
 
Ms. Lori Bluhm, City Attorney, reviewed and discussed the Liquor License Transfer Policy 
with members. She will continue to review the verbiage and get back with committee 
members.  The committee asked Ms. Bluhm if they should schedule a study session with 
City Council.  Ms. Bluhm agreed that it would be an excellent way to help the council know 
the direction of the Liquor Advisory Committee. 
 
Mr. John Walker has resigned from the Liquor Advisory Committee. Mr James Moseley 
and fellow committee members graciously expressed appreciation and heartfelt thanks to 
Mr. Walker for his many years of volunteer service to the City of Troy Liquor Advisory 
Committee.    
 
 
 
Moved by Peard, seconded by Godlewski, to ADJOURN the meeting at 8:35 p.m. 
APPROVED unanimously 
 
LM/lm 
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A meeting of the Troy Election Commission was held Wednesday, February 13, 2002, 
at City Hall, 500 W. Big Beaver Road. City Clerk Bartholomew called the Meeting to 
order at 6:16 P.M. 

Roll Call:  
PRESENT:  David Anderson, City Clerk Tonni Bartholomew 
ABSENT:   Timothy Dewan 
ALSO PRESENT: Deputy City Clerk Barbara Holmes 

Minutes: Regular Meeting of November 20, 2001  
 
Resolution # EC-2002-02-03 
Motion by Dewan, seconded by Anderson, CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY: To approve the 
Minutes of January 3, 2002, as submitted. 

Approval of Ballot Language:  
 
City Clerk Bartholomew presented the proposed ballot language to the Commission. Ms. 
Bartholomew reviewed the proposal and noted that it has been sent to the State and that 
the Clerk’s Office is waiting on their approval. Should the State require amendments to 
the Charter language, this item would come back before the Commission.  
 
Resolution # EC-2002-01-04 
Motion by Anderson, seconded by Bartholomew, CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY: To approve 
the ballot language for the April 1, 2002 City General Election, as submitted by the City 
Clerk. 

Approval of Election Inspectors:  
 
City Clerk Bartholomew presented the proposed slate of Election Inspectors for the April 
1, 2002 City General Election to the Commission. Ms. Bartholomew reviewed the 
proposal and noted that there may be minor changes due to worker requests and inability 
to work. 
 
Resolution # EC-2002-01-05 
Motion by Anderson, seconded by Bartholomew, CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY: To approve 
the slate of Election Inspectors for the April 1, 2002 City General Election, as submitted 
by the City Clerk. 

Adjournment:  
The meeting was adjourned at 6:20 PM. 
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Tonni L. Bartholomew, Chair 
City Clerk 

 



DATE:        February 1, 2002

TO:            John Szerlag, City Manager
FROM:       Mark Stimac, Director of Building & Zoning
SUBJECT:  Permits issued during the Month of January 2002

NO. VALUATION PERMIT FEE
INDUSTRIAL
New 1 $294,000.00 $1,967.00
Fnd./Shell New 1 $630,000.00 $5,137.00
Completion (New) 1 $210,000.00 $1,290.00
Add/Alter 9 $222,500.00 $2,370.50

Sub Total 12 $1,356,500.00 $10,764.50

COMMERCIAL
Tenant Completion 2 $590,000.00 $6,081.50
Add/Alter 6 $1,090,385.00 $6,996.00
Kiosk 1 $16,000.00 $249.50

Sub Total 9 $1,696,385.00 $13,327.00

RESIDENTIAL
New 3 $459,499.00 $4,833.05
Add/Alter 19 $638,596.00 $5,531.60
Garage/Acc. Structure 5 $41,144.00 $930.00
Pool/Spa/Hot Tub 3 $14,500.00 $420.00
Repair 1 $5,000.00 $135.00
Fire Repair 1 $74,000.00 $530.00
Wreck 3 $0.00 $390.00

Sub Total 35 $1,232,739.00 $12,769.65

TOWN HOUSE/CONDO
New 29 $3,315,000.00 $31,771.75
Temporary Sales Trailer 1 $5,000.00 $135.00

Sub Total 30 $3,320,000.00 $31,906.75

MULTIPLE
Add/Alter 12 $27,600.00 $660.00

Sub Total 12 $27,600.00 $660.00

INSTITUTIONAL/HOSPITAL
Add/Alter 1 $350,000.00 $2,099.00

Sub Total 1 $350,000.00 $2,099.00

MUNICIPAL
New 1 $13,930,000.00 $0.00
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Sub Total 1 $13,930,000.00 $0.00
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RELIGIOUS
Add/Alter 1 $400.00 $26.00

Sub Total 1 $400.00 $26.00

MISCELLANEOUS
Satellite/Antennas 1 $32,000.00 $359.00
Signs 23 $0.00 $2,650.00

Sub Total 24 $32,000.00 $3,009.00

TOTAL 125 $21,945,624.00 $74,561.90

PERMITS ISSUED DURING THE MONTH OF JANUARY 2002
NO. PERMIT FEE

Mul. Dwel. Insp. 39 $390.00
Cert. of Occupancy 47 $5,479.50
Plan Review 75 $5,921.40
Microfilm 24 $507.00
Building Permits 125 $74,561.90
Electrical Permits 117 $8,135.00
Heating Permits 117 $5,835.00
Air Condt. Permits 168 $5,415.00
Refrigeration Permits 3 $95.00
Plumbing Permits 75 $4,724.00
Storm Sewer Permits 6 $265.00
Sanitary Sewer Permits 2 $132.00
Sewer Taps 36 $10,254.00

TOTAL 834 $121,714.80

LICENSES & REGISTRATIONS ISSUED DURING THE MONTH OF JANUARY 2002
NO. LICENSE FEE

Mech. Contr.-Reg. 32 $160.00
Elec. Contr.-Reg. 3 $25.00
Master Plmb.-Reg. 8 $8.00
Ref. Jour.-Lic. 2 $20.00
Sewer Inst.-Reg. 2 $100.00
Sign Inst. - Reg. 2 $20.00
Bldg. Contr.-Reg. 8 $80.00
F.Alarm Contr.-Reg. 1 $15.00

TOTAL 58 $428.00
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BUILDING PERMITS ISSUED

BUILDING PERMIT BUILDING PERMIT
PERMITS VALUATION PERMITS VALUATION

2001 2001 2002 2002

JANUARY 119 $9,498,180 125 $21,945,624

FEBRUARY 100 $49,679,118 0 $0

MARCH 136 $6,942,449 0 $0

APRIL 204 $19,831,458 0 $0

MAY 207 $26,481,050 0 $0

JUNE 196 $20,081,116 0 $0

JULY 236 $11,804,808 0 $0

AUGUST 211 $10,626,177 0 $0

SEPTEMBER 186 $11,077,729 0 $0

OCTOBER 194 $13,410,222 0 $0

NOVEMBER 129 $6,658,087 0 $0

DECEMBER 102 $5,197,916 0 $0

TOTAL 2020 $191,288,310 125 $21,945,624



SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING PERMITS 2002
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Feb 1, 2002 BRIEF BREAKDOWN OF NON-RESIDENTIAL BUILDING PERMITSPrinted:
ISSUED DURING THE MONTH OF JANUARY 2002Page:  1

Type of Construction Address of Job ValuationBuilder or Company

Commercial, Add/Alter 250 STEPHENSON 3RD FL  180,000.00DON WEBB
Commercial, Add/Alter 2801 W BIG BEAVER E-156  700,000.00BARTELUCE, DANIEL J.

Commercial, Add/AlterTotal  880,000.00

Commercial, Tenant Completion 1937 W MAPLE  240,000.00STEINER ASSOCIATES
Commercial, Tenant Completion 1357 COOLIDGE  350,000.00VENTURE CONTRACTING & DEV

Commercial, Tenant CompletionTotal  590,000.00

Industrial, Completion New 1828 MAPLELAWN  210,000.00KEVIN C. MONAHAN

Industrial, Completion NewTotal  210,000.00

Industrial, Fnd./Shell New 636 EXECUTIVE  630,000.00ALLEN & ASSOC ARCH INC

Industrial, Fnd./Shell NewTotal  630,000.00

Industrial, New Building 2676 INDUSTRIAL ROW  294,000.00M & B CONSTRUCTION

Industrial, New BuildingTotal  294,000.00

Inst./Hosp., Add/Alter 44201 DEQUINDRE UPS RM  350,000.00KAROTECH CONSTRUCTION INC.

Inst./Hosp., Add/AlterTotal  350,000.00

Municipal, New Construction 3179 LIVERNOIS  13,930,000.00DON VERCRUYSSE

Municipal, New ConstructionTotal  13,930,000.00

Total Valuation:  16,884,000.00Records  10































 
 
DATE:   February 4, 2002 

  
 

 
TO:   Honorable Mayor and City Council 
    
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
   Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
   Mark Stimac, Director of Building and Zoning 
 
SUBJECT:  Announcement of Public Hearing 

Request for Commercial Vehicle Appeal 
   5184 Rochester Road 
 

 
 

 
On December 10, 2001, information was sent to the residence of Mr. Sead Mesanovic 
that identified restrictions related to the commercial vehicle located on his residential 
property.  As part of that information, he was advised that the Freightliner semi tractor 
parked on that property did not comply with the exceptions found in Chapter 39, Section 
40.66.00.  He was given the option to remove the vehicles or appeal to City Council for 
relief of the Ordinance. 
 
In response to our letter, Mr. Mesanovic has filed an appeal.  The appeal requests that 
a public hearing date be held in accordance with the ordinance.  A public hearing has 
been scheduled for your meeting of March 4, 2002. 
 
A copy of the application and photo are attached for your reference. 
 
Should you have any questions or require additional information, kindly advise. 
 
 











































February 6, 2002 
 
 
 
 

TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Steve Vandette, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Projects Approved for FY 2005 in the Transportation 

Improvement Program (TIP) 
 
The City of Troy was successful again this year in securing federal funds for major 
road projects in the City.  The approved federal share, $7,200,000 in the TIP for 
FY 2005 is an increase of over $1,500,000 from FY 2004.  The projects, by phase, 
as approved are listed below: 
 
PROJECT     PHASE FEDERAL LOCAL 
 
Rochester Road, Barclay to Trinway  ROW  $3,200,000 $800,000 
John R, Square Lake to South Blvd. ROW  $800,000 $200,000 
Dequindre, Long Lake to Auburn**  ROW  $3,200,000 $800,000 
 
TOTAL FY 2005      $7,200,000 $1,800,000 
 

**  The Dequindre project was submitted by the Road Commission for Oakland County who will 
be the lead agency on this project. 

 
Also attached is a summary of the major road projects approved for funding from 
FY 1998 through FY 2005.   The total federal funds committed to major roads in 
Troy is nearly $49,000,000 with a corresponding local match of approximately 
$24,000,000.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Prepared by: William J. Huotari, Deputy City Engineer 
       G:\Funding Issues\FY 2005 TIP Projects.doc 
 
 
  



Agency Project Phase Year Federal Local Source Comments

TROY 14 Mile & John R Landscaping CON 1998 248,000 62,000 STPE Obligated

RCOC Crooks, Square Lake to Auburn ROW 1998 1,908,000 477,000 C XXXXXXXXXXXXX

1998 TOTAL 2,156,000 539,000

TROY Rochester, Torpey to Barclay PE 1999 370,000 93,000 STP Obligated

1999 TOTAL 370,000 93,000

TROY Big Beaver, Livernois to Rochester PE 2000 380,000 95,000 C Obligated

RCOC Dequindre, Wattles to Long Lake CON 2000 1,000,000 250,000 C XXXXXXXXXXXXX

2000 TOTAL 1,380,000 345,000

RCOC Big Beaver, Adams to Coolidge & I75 to Livernois CON 2001 5,800,000 1,450,000 C XXXXXXXXXXXXX

TROY Big Beaver, Livernois to Rochester CON 2003 STP AC 2001

TROY Wattles, East & West of Rochester PE 2001 64,000 16,000 STP Obligated

TROY Maple, Eton to Coolidge PE 2001 40,000 19,000 C Obligated

TROY Crooks, Extend LT Storage EB @ Kirts CON 2001 0 36,000 CMAQ By City

TROY Crooks @ Kirts - Signal Revisions CON 2001 61,000 15,000 CMAQ Obligated

2001 TOTAL 5,965,000 1,536,000

TROY Big Beaver, Rochester to Dequindre PE 2002 88,000 22,000 STP App. To MDOT

TROY Stephenson, 14 Mile to I-75 PE 2002 96,000 24,000 STP
TROY Big Beaver, Rochester to Dequindre ROW 2002 3,360,000 840,000 C
RCOC Dequindre, Long Lake to Auburn PE 2002 440,000 110,000 C XXXXXXXXXXXXX

TROY John R, Long Lake to Square Lake PE 2002 118,000 29,000 C
TROY John R, Square Lake to South Boulevard PE 2002 118,000 29,000 C
TROY Livernois, Long Lake to Square Lake PE 2002 176,000 44,000 C
TROY Long Lake, Carnaby to John R CON 2002 2,400,000 600,000 STP App. To MDOT

TROY Long Lake, John R to Dequindre CON 2003 STP AC 2002-App to MDOT

TROY Maple, Eton to Coolidge CON 2003 STP AC 2002

TROY Maple, Eton to Coolidge CON 2004 STP AC 2002

TROY Rochester, Barclay to Trinway PE 2002 500,000 125,000 C
TROY WB Maple RTL @ Coolidge CON 2002 51,000 21,000 CMAQ

2002 TOTAL 7,347,000 1,844,000

TROY Big Beaver, Livernois to Rochester CON 2003 0 11,000,000 STP Obligated

TROY Maple, Eton to Coolidge CON 2003 908,000 228,000 STP
TROY Long Lake, John R to Dequindre CON 2003 5,300,000 1,327,000 STP
RCOC Crooks, Square Lake to Auburn CON 2003 9,740,000 2,435,000 C XXXXXXXXXXXXX

RCOC Maple, Crooks to Dequindre CON 2003 1,625,000 406,250 RRR XXXXXXXXXXXXX

TROY John R, Long Lake to Square Lake ROW 2003 400,000 100,000 C
TROY Coolidge, LT Storage under I75 CON 2001 41,000 41,000 CMAQ
TROY Wattles RTL @ Forsyth CON 2001 91,000 91,000 CMAQ
TROY SB Dequindre RTL & EB Square Lake RTL's CON 2001 233,000 233,000 CMAQ
TROY EB & WB Square Lake @ John R RTL's CON 2001 106,000 106,000 CMAQ
TROY NB & SB Square Lake @ John R RTL's CON 2002 106,000 106,000 CMAQ
TROY Wattles, EB & WB RTL's @ Coolidge CON 2002 138,000 138,000 CMAQ
TROY City of Troy TDM Program - Phase I STUDY 2003 48,750 16,250 CMAQ
TROY NB Rochester RTL at South Blvd CON 2003 50,000 50,000 CMAQ

2003 TOTAL 18,786,750 16,277,500

TROY Maple, Eton to Coolidge CON 2004 1,092,000 508,000 STP
TROY Wattles, East & West of Rochester ROW 2004 1,920,000 480,000 STP
TROY Big Beaver, Rochester to Dequindre CON 2004 2,200,000 603,000 STP
RCOC Maple, Coolidge to Crooks CON 2004 435,000 108,750 RRR XXXXXXXXXXXXX

2004 TOTAL 5,647,000 1,699,750

TROY Rochester, Barclay to Trinway ROW 2005 3,200,000 800,000 C
TROY John R, Square Lake to South Boulevard ROW 2005 800,000 200,000 C
RCOC Dequindre, Long Lake to Auburn ROW 2005 3,200,000 800,000 C XXXXXXXXXXXXX

2005 TOTAL 7,200,000 1,800,000
TOTALS 48,851,750 24,134,250 72,986,000

G:\\Funding Issues\Budget Files\Major Road TIP to 2005.xls
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2002 *** Program by September 1, 2002 ***

2003 *** Program by September 1, 2003 ***

2004 *** Program by September 1, 2004 ***

2005 *** Program by September 1, 2005 ***

1999



January 29, 2002 
 
 
 
 
TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Charles T. Craft, Chief of Police 
  Wendell Moore, Research and Technology Administrator 
 
SUBJECT: Year 2001 Police Department Calls for Service Statistics 
 
 
 
Attached is a spreadsheet detailing calendar year 2001 calls for police service, 
criminal offenses, arrests, clearance rates, traffic crashes, and citations issued.  
This report complies with National Incident Based Reporting System (NIBRS) 
requirements.  Attached also is spreadsheet detailing a 10-year history of such 
occurrences.  For the purposes of comparison, the 10-year history is formatted into 
Part 1, Part 2, Part 3, and Part 4 categories.  The NIBRS system is relatively new 
and without reformatting makes year-to-year comparison difficult.        
 
During the year 2001, Group A incidents, typically referred to as serious crime, 
decreased by 5.6% (239 actual incidents) from 2000 levels.  Within Group A, the 
only crime to show a significant increase, both in terms of percentages and actual 
incidents, was Motor Vehicle Theft, which increased by 52.3% (69 incidents).  As 
noted in the year 2001 third quarter report, due to a lack of funding the Curtail Auto 
Theft Unit (CAT), which focused its enforcement efforts of Southeast Oakland 
County, was disbanded.  It is too early to determine if this increase is the result of 
the disbanding of CAT, the beginning of a trend, or the result of other factors.   A 
review of the 10-year history shows that such occasional surges are not unusual and 
do not always indicate the development of a trend.  We continue to monitor the 
situation.   
 
Group A crime showing a significant decrease from 2000 levels include: 

• Larceny /Theft Offenses  -5.9% (107 incidents) 
• Breaking & Entering   -9.8% (34 incidents) 
• Destruction/Damage/Vandalism -20.8% (133 incidents) 
• Forcible Sex Offenses  -28.0% (7 incidents) 

 
Group B incidents decreased 2.6% (81incidents) from 2000 levels.  Most significant 
is the 28.6% decrease (22 incidents) in Bad Check cases.  Bad checks typically 
consume a great deal of investigative time.  This decrease allowed investigators to 
devote more investigative time to other cases. 



 
Together, Group and B crime decreased 4.4% or 320 incidents.  Correspondingly, 
arrests for Group A and B crimes decreased 3.6% (47 actual arrests).  Clearances 
rates for both Group A and B crime remain high, 37.6% and 61.3% respectively.  
 
False alarms continue to drop.  The department responded to 350 fewer false 
alarms in 2001 than in 2000.  This represents a decrease of 6.1%. 
 
Traffic crashes saw a decrease of 6.2% (58 crashes) in the injury crash category, 
15.7% (510 crashes) in the property damage crash category, and 6.6% (95 
crashes) in the private property category.  There were 9 fatal crashes in 2001 as 
compared to 8 in 2000.  In total, there were 662 fewer reported traffic crashes.  The 
total number of reported traffic crashes, 4973, is the lowest total we have 
experienced since 1993.  
 
Overall, total calls for police service decreased by 5.3% or 2410 calls.   
 
Hazardous traffic violation citations increased by 8.3% (1010 citations).  Non-
hazardous and license/title/registration violations decreased.  In part, this is 
reflective of the Police Department’s philosophy of emphasizing the resolution of 
problems, in this case through traffic enforcement. 
 
This information will be posted on our website in the near future.  Please feel free to 
contact Chief Craft or Wendell Moore should you require additional information.   



Troy Police Department
Annual 2001/2000 Comparison

INCIDENTS OFFENSES ARRESTS CLEARANCES
Percent Percent Percent Annual Percent

Group A Crime Categories 2001 2000 Change 2001 2000 Change 2001 2000 Change 2001 Change
Arson 19 6 216.7% 19 6 216.7% 7 1 600.0% 13 68.4%
Assault Offenses 657 692 -5.1% 662 701 -5.6% 135 152 -11.2% 436 65.9%
Bribery 0 0        NC 0 0        NC 0 0        NC 0 0.0%
Breaking and Entering 314 348 -9.8% 316 352 -10.2% 34 33 3.0% 30 9.5%
Counterfeiting/Forgery 69 51 35.3% 72 53 35.8% 21 19 10.5% 18 25.0%
Destruction/Damage/Vandalism 505 638 -20.8% 549 669 -17.9% 10 28 -64.3% 57 10.4%
Drug/Narcotic Offenses 155 164 -5.5% 294 300 -2.0% 189 205 -7.8% 289 98.3%
Embezzlement 115 113 1.8% 120 119 0.8% 71 46 54.3% 59 49.2%
Extortion/Blackmail 0 0        NC 0 0        NC 0 0        NC 0 0.0%
Fraud Offenses 201 202 -0.5% 221 228 -3.1% 93 90 3.3% 85 38.5%
Gambling Offenses 0 0        NC 0 0        NC 0 0        NC 0 0.0%
Homicide Offenses 0 2         - 0 2         - 0 1         - 0 0.0%
Kidnapping/Abduction 1 3 -66.7% 1 3 -66.7% 0 0        NC 0 0.0%
Larceny/Theft Offenses 1,712 1,819 -5.9% 1,735 1,839 -5.7% 615 643 -4.4% 545 31.4%
Motor Vehicle Theft 201 132 52.3% 209 135 54.8% 13 6 116.7% 15 7.2%
Pornography/Obscene Material 1 1        NC 1 1        NC 0 0        NC 0 0.0%
Prostitution Offenses 1 1        NC 2 1 100.0% 2 3 -33.3% 2 100.0%
Robbery 18 19 -5.3% 18 21 -14.3% 9 11 -18.2% 6 33.3%
Sex Offenses, Forcible 18 25 -28.0% 18 26 -30.8% 15 16 -6.3% 10 55.6%
Sex Offenses, Nonforcible 0 0        NC 0 0        NC 0 0        NC 0 0.0%
Stolen Property Offenses 6 20 -70.0% 17 31 -45.2% 10 19 -47.4% 17 100.0%
Weapon Law Violations 23 19 21.1% 33 30 10.0% 19 17 11.8% 31 93.9%

Group A Total 4,016 4,255 -5.6% 4,287 4,517 -5.1% 1,243 1,290 -3.6% 1,613 37.6%

Group B Crime Categories
Bad Checks 55 77 -28.6% 55 88 -37.5% 21 26 -19.2% 17 30.9%
Curfew/Loitering/Vagrancy 8 0         + 10 1 900.0% 0 0        NC 5 50.0%
Disorderly Conduct 527 492 7.1% 548 519 5.6% 21 36 -41.7% 68 12.4%
Driving Under the Influence 476 470 1.3% 489 485 0.8% 469 469        NC 482 98.6%
Drunkenness 1 1        NC 1 1        NC 1 1        NC 1 100.0%
Family Offenses, Nonviolent 17 24 -29.2% 24 32 -25.0% 6 3 100.0% 24 100.0%
Liquor Law Violations 86 101 -14.9% 170 179 -5.0% 160 209 -23.4% 168 98.8%
Peeping Tom 0 1         - 0 2         - 0 1         - 0 0.0%
Runaway (Under 18) 32 57 -43.9% 32 57 -43.9% 0 0        NC 30 93.8%
Trespass of Real Property 9 12 -25.0% 11 13 -15.4% 3 5 -40.0% 9 81.8%
All Other 1,792 1,849 -3.1% 1,943 2,026 -4.1% 910 969 -6.1% 1,210 62.3%

Group B Total 3,003 3,084 -2.6% 3,283 3,403 -3.5% 1,591 1,719 -7.4% 2,014 61.3%

Group A and B Total 7,019 7,339 -4.4% 7,570 7,920 -4.4% 2,834 3,009 -5.8% 3,627 47.9%
Above data includes both completed and attempted offenses.

Annual Annual Annual



Troy Police Department
Annual 2001/2000 Comparison

INCIDENTS OFFENSES ARRESTS CLEARANCES
Percent Percent Percent Annual Percent

Description 2001 2000 Change 2001 2000 Change 2001 2000 Change 2001 Change
Alarms 5,414 5,764 -6.1% 5,414 5,764 -6.1% NA NA NA NA NA
All Other 30,382 32,104 -5.4% 30,940 32,749 -5.5% 750 758 -1.1% NA NA

Group C Miscellaneous Total 35,796 37,868 -5.5% 36,354 38,513 -5.6% 750 758 -1.1% NA NA

Group E Fire Total 140 158 -11.4% 140 158 -11.4% NA NA NA NA NA

Grand Totals 42,955 45,365 -5.3% 44,064 46,591 -5.4% 3,584 3,767 -4.9% 3,627 47.9%

Traffic Crashes and Citations

Reportable Traffic Crashes 2001 Alcohol Involved Crashes
Personal Injury 882 940 -6.2% 4.8% involved alcohol.

Property Damage 2,737 3,247 -15.7% 1.5% involved alcohol.
Fatal 9 8 12.5% 11.1% involved alcohol.

Total Reportable 3,628 4,195 -13.5% 2.3% of all reportable crashes involved alcohol.

Private Property Crashes 1,345 1,440 -6.6%

Crashes Grand Total 4,973 5,635 -11.7%

Traffic Citations
Hazardous 13,250 12,240 8.3%

Non-hazardous 805 1,067 -24.6%
License, Title, Registration 3,356 3,950 -15.0%

Parking 1,717 1,479 16.1%
Traffic Citations Total 19,128 18,736 2.1%

Annual Annual Annual



Part I Offenses 2001 2000 1999 1998 1997 1996 1995 1994 1993 1992
Criminal Homicide 0 2 0 1 4 3 3 1 1 1
Forcible Rape 7 12 7 11 6 10 8 5 13 8
Robbery 18 19 15 21 23 30 26 28 29 25
Aggravated Assault 45 49 50 65 64 60 58 72 93 90
Burglary 314 348 264 385 427 386 431 425 482 577
Larceny 1,712 1,819 1,915 2,347 2,659 2,691 2,756 2,533 2,577 2,421
Motor Vehicle Theft 201 132 157 164 205 292 242 310 335 388
Arson 19 6 3 4 7 15 18 11 22 26

Total Part I 2,316 2,387 2,411 2,998 3,395 3,487 3,542 3,385 3,552 3,536

Part II Crimes
Negligent Homicide 2 0 3 1 1 0 0 0 0 1
Non-Aggravated Assault 286 318 319 330 379 434 380 398 380 400
Forgery/Counterfeiting 69 51 58 41 41 54 47 39 44 48
Fraud 256 279 317 299 285 269 255 251 225 232
Embezzlement 115 113 105 113 84 107 86 68 68 68
Stolen Property 6 20 22 16 21 41 36 31 25 24
Vandalism 505 638 521 770 735 773 974 913 998 1,267
Weapons 23 19 22 24 24 25 18 21 21 28
Accosting and Soliciting 1 1 2 0 2 1 0 1 0 0
Sex Offenses 36 39 47 44 50 65 49 45 71 69
Narcotics 128 133 147 143 124 139 137 84 45 58
Gambling 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
Family and Children 17 24 12 15 7 24 32 50 42 31
OUIL/OUIN 476 470 452 580 399 370 410 312 240 264
Liquor Laws 86 101 69 120 84 97 73 58 61 90
Disorderly 128 133 111 117 93 217 213 229 232 294
All Other Offenses 2,568 2,612 2,822 2,920 2,593 2,714 2,562 2,540 2,234 2,280

Total Part II 4,702 4,951 5,029 5,534 4,922 5,330 5,273 5,040 4,686 5,154

Total Part I & II 7,018 7,338 7,440 8,532 8,317 8,817 8,815 8,425 8,238 8,690
Total Part III 35,797 37,869 37,787 36,738 34,966 36,019 36,322 34,209 31,189 30,112
Total Part V Fire 140 158 144 149 133 204 264 230 404 587

Total Incidents 42,955 45,365 45,371 45,419 43,416 45,040 45,401 42,864 39,831 39,389

Traffic Citations
Hazardous 13,250 12,240 11,621 11,627 9,800 9,727 9,957 8,122 6,890 8,489
Non-Hazardous 4,161 5,017 5,797 6,091 5,547 5,610 5,256 4,422 3,261 4,018
Parking 1,717 1,479 1,686 2,163 1,513 1,534 1,705 1,852 1,507 1,780

Total Citations 19,128 18,736 19,104 19,881 16,860 16,871 16,918 14,396 11,658 14,287

Traffic Crashes
Property Damage 2,737 3,247 3,049 3,078 3,017 3,010 2,939 2,744 2,502 2,435
Personal Injury 882 940 930 1,008 1,060 1,149 1,126 1,132 1,018 937
Fatal 9 8 8 3 4 8 9 8 8 3

Total State Reportable 3,628 4,195 3,987 4,089 4,081 4,167 4,074 3,884 3,528 3,375
Private Property 1,345 1,440 1,479 1,491 1,406 1,489 1,353 1,296 1,297 1,399

Total Crashes 4,973 5,635 5,466 5,580 5,487 5,656 5,427 5,180 4,825 4,774

ACTUAL INCIDENTS BY CRIME CLASS GROUP
TEN YEAR TREND



February 8, 2002 
 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Doug Smith, Real Estate and Development Director 
 
SUBJECT: Oakland/Troy Airport 
 
Attached is a recent article from the February 5, 2002 Oakland Press, which discussed a 
mix up in the Federal Transportation Bill that was awarding dollars for the “Troy 
Municipal Airport”.  As the article describes, both Michigan and Alabama Legislators 
thought it was their appropriation.  At the end of the day, it was Alabama that got the 
funding for the extension of the runway.  However, there is a request in for monies for 
the expansion of the runway at Oakland/Troy Airport.  Although Alabama won this time, 
the Legislators will continue to work to try to acquire money for Oakland County that 
would be earmarked for the expansion of the runway.  Staff wanted to keep Council 
apprised because we have been working with the Airport to explore ways that the 
Executive Airport could be improved.  Executive aviation has been on the rise generally 
and even more since September 11, 2001, with renewed attention from large and small 
companies alike.  Overall, continuing to improve the Oakland/Troy Airport is one more 
way to retain our existing companies and attract new companies into the area.   
 
Cc:  Brooks Patterson 
 
 
DS/pg 







  February 12, 2002 
 
TO:  MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: LORI GRIGG BLUHM, CITY ATTORNEY 
  ALLAN T. MOTZNY, ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY 
 
RE:  TALEB v TROY AND NEIMAN MARCUS 

The above-referenced case was filed in the Oakland County Circuit Court by Fouad and Jawan 
Taleb against the City and its police department and Neiman Marcus concerning an incident that 
occurred on March 13, 2001.  On that date, Neiman Marcus called the Troy Police to report that a 
person suspected of previously using stolen money orders was now in the store requesting a 
refund check.  The suspect was identified by Neiman Marcus loss prevention officers.  As the 
police were watching, the suspect met up with a female and the two of them exited the store and 
entered a vehicle parked at the valet curb.  Troy officers approached the vehicle and the two 
subjects were removed and placed into restraints.  The female was later released at the scene 
after representatives of Neiman Marcus revealed that she was not involved in the previous 
incident.  The male was taken into custody for further questioning, but was released immediately 
after receiving a call from a Neiman Marcus employee indicating that in a subsequent review of 
the security tapes, the suspect was not the person who actually signed the stolen money orders. 

The lawsuit alleged several tort claims including, false arrest, false imprisonment, assault and 
battery, intentional infliction of mental distress, libel and slander, and violation of civil rights based 
on racial discrimination.  The complaint alleged damages exceeding $500,000.  Troy filed a 
motion for summary disposition requesting a dismissal of the entire case against the City and 
police department.   The hearing on the motion was held February 6, 2002, and on that date, the 
Honorable Gene Schnelz, Oakland County Circuit Judge, granted the motion and dismissed 
plaintiff’s case against the police department and the City.  The Court also denied plaintiff’s 
request to amend its complaint to add the individual police officers as defendants.  A written order 
of dismissal will be entered with the Court. 

After the Order of dismissal is entered, Troy will file a motion requesting plaintiffs be ordered to 
pay costs and attorney fees, based on their rejection of the case evaluation. 

If you have any questions concerning the above, please let us know. 

cc: Sgt. Don Zimmerman 
 Sgt. Mike Kerr 
 Officer Jay Reynolds 
 Officer Kirk Linton  
 Officer Greg Weig 
 Officer David Beekman 



  February 12, 2002 
 
TO:  MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF COUNCIL 

FROM: LORI GRIGG BLUHM, CITY ATTORNEY 
   
RE: SARHAN v. TROY POLICE DEPARTMENT  

 Enclosed please find the order voluntarily dismissing the lawsuit filed by Hind 
Sarhan against the City of Troy and Target Corporation d/b/a Hudson’s.  The order is 
with prejudice, but without costs, and was agreed to after discovery was 
commenced.   

 In her lawsuit, Ms. Sarhan sought damages in excess of $75,000 (the federal 
jurisdictional limit).  The complaint alleged false arrest, excessive force, assault and 
battery, intentional infliction of emotional distress, gross negligence and conspiring 
with the co-defendants to violate Ms. Sarhan’s civil rights.   

 The allegations rose out of Ms. Sarhan’s arrest on February 22, 2000 for 
shoplifting and assault and battery on the Hudson’s security guard.  Ms. Sarhan pled 
guilty to these charges, and served 10 days in jail.   

 If you have any questions concerning the above, please let me know.  







TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  John M. Lamerato, Assistant City Manager/Finance & Administration 
 
RE:  Audited Franchise Fees Funds Recovered for Years 1995, 1996 and 1997 
 
DATE:  February 12, 2002 
 
 
 
Upon final review and agreement by all parties involved, it has been determined based 
upon an audited study of franchise fees for the years 1995 – 1997 that Community 
Media Network (CMN) is owed $8,869.43. 
 
During the years of 1995 – 1997 the City of Troy forwarded 1% of our franchise fees to 
CMN for public access. The City received our portion of the recovered funds in 1999. 
The final distribution of these funds has been made based on an ICCA resolution at their 
January 16, 2002 meeting.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
JML/jml 









February 11, 2002 
 
 
 

TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
 
SUBJECT: Exclusive Use of Park Open Space 
 
 
 
Last year the Angel Society requested to reserve a portion of Firefighters Park to 
have a fundraiser in the form of a doggie wedding.  The matter was deferred until a 
more thorough review of the issue could be undertaken. 
 
To give you a sense of where we are on this issue, City management currently 
permits exclusive use of pavilions in our parks.  However, use of open space per se 
for special events is sent to City Council.  It’s worth noting that this practice does 
not reflect the parks general regulations contained in Chapter 26 of our ordinances.  
Specifically, Section 3.1 (1)(e) of Chapter 26 reads that  
 

“Special permission to use the park may be authorized by the City Manager 
to civic, social, church and club groups and the like, and to visiting 
dignitaries, officers of other governmental agencies, city employees, and in 
such other such special instances where, in the judgment of the Manager, 
the issuance of special permission will serve the public benefit and welfare.” 

 
The above regulation was written 38 years ago.  And candidly, I’m uncomfortable 
with it because determining a community value requires a continuity that 
transcends an individual.  It thus makes more sense to have City Council make 
these decisions as one of your primary roles is to develop policy that reflects 
community values.  If you agree with this reasoning, we should first focus on 
standards as opposed to specific events.  As such, I’m requesting a discussion on 
this issue under the Reports and Communications section of the February 18, 2002 
City Council agenda.  It would be helpful to get a sense of direction on the 
following issues: 
 

1. Should residents and Troy-based non-profit groups be able to reserve park 
open space?  What about Troy-based for-profit groups, non-residents, and 
non-profit and for-profit groups based outside of Troy? 

 
 
 

Green Memo
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2. If the answer to any of the above is yes: 
 

a. Should reserved open space be limited to a maximum dimension or 
percentage of park area? 

 
b. Should the City require liability insurance from the user group? 

 
c. How will the City recover any costs associated with the event? 

 
Based on your input, staff will then develop a proposed policy for your 
consideration. 
 
Before closing, attached you will find some research done by Laura Fitzpatrick 
relative to other communities reserving open space in parks. 
 
As always, please feel free to contact me should you have any questions. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
JS/mr\2002\To M&CC\Re Exclusive use of Park Open Space 

 
c: Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
 Carol Anderson, Director of Parks and Recreation 
 Lori Bluhm, City Attorney 
 Laura Fitzpatrick, Assistant to the City Manager 
 Ms. Jan Zukhakis 
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Memo 
To: John Szerlag, City Manager 

From: Laura Fitzpatrick, Assistant to the City Manager 

Date: February 13, 2002 

Re: Policies  re: Special Events on Public Property  

You posed the question: Do other communities have policies dictating reservation of park land/open 
space?   

Many Michigan municipalities have special event policies which allow for the reservation of park land.  
The following have detailed policies: Plymouth, Farmington, Garden City, Battle Creek, Chelsea, Ann 
Arbor, Traverse City, St. Clair, Ferndale, and New Baltimore.   

I have reviewed the aforementioned policies.  Common elements in these policies include:  

Ø Approval Criteria  

o  Examples: 

§ “That the proposed activity or use of the park land will not unreasonably 
interfere with or detract from the general public’s enjoyment of the park or 
public land” (Traverse City, MI) 

§ “That the proposed activity or use will not cause damage to trees, benches, 
landscaping, or other components of the facility” (Traverse City, MI) 

§ residency requirement to make a reservation (many communities require 
residency of the person making the reservation) 

 

 

City Manager’s Office 
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(Approval Criteria Examples, cont’d): 
§ Battle Creek, MI: 
q For community-wide, profit, and nonprofit events with anticipated attendance of 500 

plus will require submittal of a Special Event application three months in advance of 
the scheduled event. 

q Event organizers of community-wide, profit, and nonprofit events with an anticipated 
attendance of 500 plus must meet with the City of Battle Creek Special Review 
Committee. This meeting will b scheduled by the City Clerk upon receipt of the initial 
request.   

q Community-wide, profit, and nonprofit special events anticipating an attendance of 
500 or less will require submittal of a Special Event Application two months in 
advance of the scheduled event. 

q Nonprofit organizations conducting fundraising activities will require submittal of a 
Special Event Application request one month in advance of the scheduled activity. 

 

Ø Criteria for which events the City will provide support 

o Example:  

§ Plymouth, MI 
City will provide support (clean-up costs) to special events on the following basis: 

§ City Operated Events 
§ Co-Sponsored Events 
§ Other Non-Profit Events: up to $400 in City labor, etc. 
§ Other For-Profit Events: “…must be beneficial to the City and the public, 

subject to an additional Use Charge for the use of public property, which is 
approved for each event.  In addition, these events must pay 100% of all City 
costs related to the event.  These events must meet the other requirements 
of the special event policy, and must reimburse the City for any costs in 
addition to the payment of the established rent.  The minimum additional Use 
Charge shall be $250.00 per day. (Examples Include: Art in the Park, Auto 
Shows, Commercial Filming) 

§ Political or Ballot Issue Events: The City will allow Political or Ballot Issue 
events providing that the political party, candidate, or political organization 
pay 100% of all costs including a minimum facility fee of $250.00 per day.”   

 
Ø Clean-Up Fees 

o Example:  
 
§ “Your organization is responsible for clean-up.  This includes repairing any 

damage to done to the grass…If festival rides or pedestrian traffic damage 
this area, it must be repaired.  A $100 clean-up deposit is required…” 
(Garden City, MI) 

 

Ø Provisions for Noise  

o Example: 

§ “[Event] sponsors must be aware that noise generated by the event could 
have an impact on the neighborhoods near the event site.  Sponsors must be 
considerate of the neighborhood and be aware of the City Noise Ordinance.”  
(Plymouth, MI) 



  February 12, 2002 
 
TO:  MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF COUNCIL 

FROM: LORI GRIGG BLUHM, CITY ATTORNEY 

RE:  MDCR (EX. REL ALETA B. CURRY) V. TROY 

 
 Enclosed please find a faxed copy of the dismissal of the Michigan Department of 
Civil Rights complaint filed by Aleta B. Curry against the City of Troy.  Also enclosed 
please find a copy of the order of dismissal, concluding the circuit court discovery matter 
stemming from the same complaint.   

As you are aware, Ms. Curry was pulled over for an expired license plate (a 
misdemeanor).  She pled responsible for a reduced charge of having an improperly 
displayed license plate (a civil infraction).   

The Michigan Department of Civil Rights, after receiving volumes of the requested 
documentation, has dismissed this complaint against the Troy police department, “with no 
finding of a violation of Michigan civil rights laws or any admission of liability.”   

If you have any questions concerning the above, please let us know.   









  February 13, 2002 
 
TO:  MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: LORI GRIGG BLUHM, CITY ATTORNEY 
  CAROLYN F. GLOSBY, ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY 
 
RE:  AUTOMOTIVE NEON LIGHTING  

You have requested our opinion, in response to an inquiry from a member of the 
public, concerning the legality of automotive neon lighting, specifically neon lights 
installed upon the undercarriage of a motor vehicle.1  When lit, these neon 
illuminations emit a glow beneath the vehicle’s chassis.  The issue presented is 
whether such illuminations violate City ordinance and/or other applicable law.  We 
conclude that they do, for reasons that follow. 

Troy City Code (“TCC”) §106.5.73(1) provides that “[e]very vehicle on a street within 
this governmental unit shall be equipped with lights which shall be lighted pursuant to 
the provisions of the act.” (emphasis added).  The words “the act” refer to the 
Michigan Vehicle Code (‘MVC”), MCL 257.1, et seq.  See TCC §106.1000.  Failure to 
obey this ordinance is a civil infraction. TCC §106.5.73(2). 

The MVC provides at §257.698(4) that “unless both covered and unlit, a vehicle 
driven on the highways of this state shall not be equipped with a lamp or a part 
designed to be a reflection unless expressly required or permitted by this 
chapter or that meets the standards prescribed in 49 C.F.R. 571.108” (emphasis 
added). 

Neon lamps are neither expressly required nor permitted by Chapter VI of the MVC, 
the chapter in which MCL 257.698 is found.  Nor does the cited federal regulation set 
forth criteria for vehicle lighting that apply to neon “ground effect” lighting.  Thus, two 
legislative authorities—our ordinance and state law—ban the use of neon lighting in, 
on, or beneath cars driven on City and state highways, unless covered and unlit. 

                                                 
1  This lighting is referred to by some enthusiasts as “neon ground effects.”  
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Additionally, the Michigan Attorney General opined in 1995 that “neon ground effects 
. . . [are] unlawful unless the neon tubes are both covered and unlit while the vehicle 
is driven on the highways of this state.”  OAG, 1995-1996, No. 6833 (January 31, 
1995).  This opinion was issued in response to the assertion of a neon ground effects 
installer that the neon tubes are not “lamps”, but rather “electrically excited gas filled 
tubes which are not directly visible.”  Id.  Because of the lack of a definition of the 
term “lamp” in the MVC or in judicial precedent, the Attorney General construed the 
term pursuant to its “plain and ordinary meaning” as found in the American Heritage 
Dictionary of the English Language (1982):  “a device that generates light, heat or 
therapeutic radiation”, and Webster’s Third New International Dictionary (1964):  “a 
glass bulb enclosing a filament that glows because of its resistance to electric 
current”; or “any of various other devices that produce artificial light (gas) (acetylene) 
(fluorescent)”.  Id.  The Attorney General concluded that because the neon tube “is a 
device that produces or gives off light, it is a lamp”, and thus governed by the 
limitations of MCL 257.698 (4).2 

Likewise, the term “lights”, as used in TCC §106.5.783(1), is not expressly defined in 
the MVC or by the City’s Traffic Code.  In the absence of statutory or judicial 
definition, dictionary definitions may control.  State ex rel Wayne Co. Prosecuting 
Atty. V Levenburg, 406 Mich 455, 465; 280 NW2d 810 (1979).  The American 
Heritage College Dictionary (1997) defines “light” as “a source of light, such as a 
lamp” (emphasis added).  Also, “lamp” and “neon light” appear as synonyms for 
“light” at the website for the on-line version of Roget’s Thesaurus.3 

The public inquiry to this body, to which this opinion responds, describes the desired 
neon lighting as “installed beneath the vehicle, in a manner in which the bulb is not 
visible but still emits a “glowing” effect directly underneath the chassis of the vehicle.”  
This proposed activity is clearly subject to the constraints of our ordinance and MCL 
257.698(4) as an unauthorized “lamp”, which must be covered and unlit while the 
vehicle to which it is affixed is driven on Michigan highways.4 

Therefore, we conclude that neon light rods, tubes, or other illuminating devices 
installed upon a motor vehicle in any location are unlawful unless they are covered 
and unlit while the vehicle is driven on any highway of this State, including the streets 
of the City. 

                                                 
2  Interestingly, the terms “neon lamp” and “neon tube” appear as synonyms for “lamp” in the 1962 
version of the Roget’s Thesaurus.  
3 www.thesaurus.com 
4 “Highway” is defined at MCL 257.20 and TCC §106.1.036 as “the entire width between boundary 
lines of every way publicly maintained when any part thereof is open to the use of the public for 
purposes of vehicular travel.” 







 
 
 
 
February 13, 2002 
 
 
 
 
TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Doug Smith, Real Estate and Development Director 
  Mark Stimac, Director Building and Zoning 
  Mark F. Miller, Planning Director 
 
SUBJECT: Urban Density/Infill Development Ordinance 
 
As you are aware City Council authorized City Management to prepare an Urban 
Density Zoning Ordinance. Carlisle/Wortman Associates, Inc., the City's community 
planning consultant, is working with City Management to develop the ordinance.  A 
report prepared by the consultant is provided to update City Council on the progress of 
the ordinance. 
 
Carlisle/Wortman suggested that the terminology or name of the ordinance be changed 
to "Infill Development Ordinance".  City Management agrees the name change is 
appropriate.  City Management will continue working with the Planning Consultant to 
develop specific ordinance language.  If City Council has any comments regarding the 
direction or the intent of the ordinance, please advise City Management. 

 
Attachment 
 
Copies: File/ZOTA #190 
 File/Correspondence 
 
MFM/dav 

















February 13, 2002 
 
 
 
 
 
To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Doug Smith, Real Estate and Development Director 
  Mark Stimac, Director Building and Zoning 
  Mark F. Miller, Planning Director 
 
Subject: Troy Baptist/Robertson Brothers/Franklin Properties PUD - East side of 

Rochester Road and South of South Boulevard, Section 1 
 
Troy Baptist Church, Robertson Brothers and Franklin Properties submitted a Planned 
Unit Development (PUD) proposal approximately one year ago.  The subject property is 
approximately 90 acres in size with 24 acres of MDEQ regulated wetlands.  Generally, 
this PUD includes an office, church and attached residential condominiums.  A PUD is 
not required to follow the strict requirements of the Zoning Ordinance if certain criteria 
are met by the PUD. The Planning Department, with the assistance of Carlisle/Wortman 
Associates, Inc., the City’s Planning Consultant, recommended to the Planning 
Commission that the PUD be denied as submitted. The basis for the recommendation 
includes three main issues.  First, the office, church and condominium do not depend 
upon each other to function and thrive.  Second, each individual land use component is 
a stand alone project and does not achieve an elevation of quality and design beyond 
the standard development methods.  Third, the site plan design and layout is not 
compatible with the surrounding properties.  The Planning Commission conducted a 
public hearing regarding the PUD proposal on February 12, 2002, and tabled the 
request to March 12, 2002. 
 
Through the development review process the applicant team sought direction from City 
Management.  The Future Land Use Plan and Zoning Ordinance provided guidance 
when reviewing the PUD proposal.  As the land use policy document, the Future Land 
Use Plan identifies Medium Density Residential for the Rochester Road frontage and 
One Family Residential for the balance of the subject property.  The Zoning Ordinance 
and Map indicates the whole property is within the R-1D Zoning District.  City 
Management consistently indicated concern that the proposed PUD introduces office 
land uses and incompatible residential unit densities in the project area, which are 
contrary to the Future Land Use Plan and Zoning Ordinance. In addition, City 
Management consistently indicated the church component is consistent with the Future 
Land Use Plan and compatible with the surrounding land uses. 
 
 

Green Memo



Troy Baptist/Robertson Brothers/Franklin Properties PUD        Page Two 
 
 
 
The PUD team requests input regarding a number of issues related to the 
appropriateness of their proposal.  The issues include:   
 

1.  Should PUD or traditional methods of approval be used. 
2.  What levels of residential densities are acceptable to the City. 
3. Is the office use appropriate.  
4. Could limited commercial mixed use be considered in a PUD. 

 5. Is the residential building layout acceptable, although they do not meet 
Zoning Ordinance standards.  

 
Please provide input and direction regarding this project as deemed necessary. 
 
Attachment 
 
Copies: File/PUD-1 
 PUD Petitioner (3) 
 File/Correspondence 
 
MFM/dav 
 











February 7, 2002 
 
To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: John Szerlag, City Manager 
 John Lamerato, Assistant City Manager – Finance/Administration 
 Nino Licari, City Assessor 
 
Re: Council request for information on the Headlee Amendment 
 
At the February 4, 2002 City Council meeting, Council requested an explanation 
of the Headlee Amendment to the State Constitution (Proposal A of 1978) and its 
affect on millage levies by the City Council. 
 
The Headlee amendments were adopted by the voters on November 7, 1978, 
with an effective date of December 23, 1978. There are two common sections to 
this amendment. 
 
Section 26 (attached) places a limit on the amount of taxes that the legislature 
may impose on the taxpayers of the State, by linking the tax levy to Personal 
Income growth in the State (mathematically: {total revenue / previous year total 
Personal Income} * Personal Income in the 2nd year previous}).  It also states that 
if the Total State Revenue exceeds the limit by more than 1%, the excess (above 
1%) must be refunded to the taxpayers of the State.  If the Total State Revenues 
exceed the limit by less than 1%, this excess may be transferred to the State 
Budget Stabilization Fund (commonly known as the “Rainy Day Fund”).  This 
amendment specifically excluded Federal Aid from the calculation of Total State 
Revenue. 
 
Section 31 (attached) is the amendment that affects Local Government.  It places 
a limit on the amount of millage a local government may levy, by tying a Millage 
Reduction Fraction (MRF) to the inflation rate for the previous year. 
 
Specifically, Charter authorized maximum millages may be reduced by taking the 
previous year’s Assessed Value, minus Losses for that year times the Consumer 
Price Index, and dividing this product by the current year’s Assessed Value, 
minus Additions.  The four decimal fraction produced by this calculation is then 
applied to the authorized millage rate.  Important to note is that the fraction may 
not exceed 1.0000.  In other words, the local unit does not gain back any 
previous reductions when the MRF is greater than 1.0000. 
 
A local vote can restore any, or all of the reduced authorized millages. 
 
 
 
 



 
Exceptions to the MRF are listed in the amendment, and specifically exclude 
millages for the payment of bonded indebtedness.  In Troy’s particular case, 
our Operating and Capital Millages are affected by the Headlee limitation.  
 
By State law (MCL 123.261), local units may levy up to 3.0000 mills for Refuse 
collection. This millage is affected by Headlee, and our current levy is .8300 mills 
out of a reduced allowable levy of 2.5592 mills.  
 
To summarize, a debt millage levy, to buy wetlands, natural features (or for 
infrastructure, etc.) is not subject to the Headlee reduction calculation.  
 
If Council wished to increase our Operating and Capital Millage levy by .50, to 
cover the costs of such acquisitions, this levy would be subject to the Headlee 
limitations. 
 
Our most recent Millage Reduction Fraction, and an explanation of its affect on 
our millage rate is detailed in a memorandum to Council dated May 15, 2001 
(attached). 



ARTICLE IX
FINANCE AND TAXATION (EXCERPT)

§ 26   Limitation on taxes; revenue limit; refunding or transferring excess revenues; exceptions to
revenue limitation; adjustment of state revenue and spending limits.
Sec. 26. There is hereby established a limit on the total amount of taxes which may be imposed by the

legislature in any fiscal year on the taxpayers of this state. This limit shall not be changed without
approval of the majority of the qualified electors voting thereon, as provided for in Article 12 of the
Constitution. Effective with fiscal year 1979-1980, and for each fiscal year thereafter, the legislature shall
not impose taxes of any kind which, together with all other revenues of the state, federal aid excluded,
exceed the revenue limit established in this section. The revenue limit shall be equal to the product of the
ratio of Total State Revenues in fiscal year 1978-79 divided by the Personal Income of Michigan in
calendar year 1977 multiplied by the Personal Income of Michigan in either the prior calendar year or the
average of Personal Income of Michigan in the previous three calendar years, whichever is greater.

For any fiscal year in the event that Total State Revenues exceed the revenue limit established in this
section by 1% or more, the excess revenues shall be refunded pro rata based on the liability reported on
the Michigan income tax and single business tax (or its successor tax or taxes) annual returns filed
following the close of such fiscal year. If the excess is less than 1%, this excess may be transferred to the
State Budget Stabilization Fund.

The revenue limitation established in this section shall not apply to taxes imposed for the payment of
principal and interest on bonds, approved by the voters and authorized under Section 15 of this Article,
and loans to school districts authorized under Section 16 of this Article.

If responsibility for funding a program or programs is transferred from one level of government to
another, as a consequence of constitutional amendment, the state revenue and spending limits may be
adjusted to accommodate such change, provided that the total revenue authorized for collection by both
state and local governments does not exceed that amount which would have been authorized without
such change.

History: Add. Initiated Law, approved Nov. 7, 1978, Eff. Dec.  23, 1978.
Popular name: Rainy Day Fund
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ARTICLE IX
FINANCE AND TAXATION (EXCERPT)

§ 31   Levying tax or increasing rate of existing tax; maximum tax rate on new base; increase in
assessed valuation of property; exceptions to limitations.
Sec. 31. Units of Local Government are hereby prohibited from levying any tax not authorized by law

or charter when this section is ratified or from increasing the rate of an existing tax above that rate
authorized by law or charter when this section is ratified, without the approval of a majority of the qualified
electors of that unit of Local Government voting thereon. If the definition of the base of an existing tax is
broadened, the maximum authorized rate of taxation on the new base in each unit of Local Government
shall be reduced to yield the same estimated gross revenue as on the prior base. If the assessed
valuation of property as finally equalized, excluding the value of new construction and improvements,
increases by a larger percentage than the increase in the General Price Level from the previous year, the
maximum authorized rate applied thereto in each unit of Local Government shall be reduced to yield the
same gross revenue from existing property, adjusted for changes in the General Price Level, as could
have been collected at the existing authorized rate on the prior assessed value.

The limitations of this section shall not apply to taxes imposed for the payment of principal and interest
on bonds or other evidence of indebtedness or for the payment of assessments on contract obligations in
anticipation of which bonds are issued which were authorized prior to the effective date of this
amendment.

History: Add. Initiated Law, approved Nov. 7, 1978, Eff. Dec.  23, 1978.

Rendered 1/15/2002 11:10:22 AM Page 1 MCL Complete Through PA 179 of 2001
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May 15, 2001 
 
 
To:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: John Szerlag, City Manager 
 John Lamerato, Assistant City Manager – Finance/Administration 
 Nino Licari, City Assessor 
 
Re: Millage Reduction Fraction – MRF (“Headlee”) 
 
In 1979 the voters of the State of Michigan passed what was commonly called 
“The Headlee Amendment” (MCL 211.34d) to the State Constitution. 
 
The main function of this amendment was to cap the amount of tax revenue any 
governmental unit in the State could collect in any year (including the State 
itself). 
 
This memorandum will deal only with the levy of local millages (City, County, 
School, Community College). 
 
Headlee is designed to limit the amount of authorized millage that a unit may 
levy, to the inflation rate for the previous year (set by the State, based on their 
Oct. through Sept. fiscal year).  It only affects operating millages, not voted debt. 
 
It does this by removing losses in value from the previous years Total Assessed 
Value (Taxable Value after 1994), and then multiplying this product by the 
inflation rate.   
 
This product is divided by the Total Assessed Value of the current year (Taxable 
Value after 1994), minus new construction (and defined additions to value). 
 
The end product is a 4 decimal factor that is applied to the authorized millage.  
However, the factor may not exceed 1.0000. 
 
As part of the implementation language of Proposal “A” of 1994, Headlee was 
amended.  Because of the new uncapping of Taxable Value after a transfer of 
ownership, the legislature had to determine if this increase in Taxable Value was 
“New” (exempt from Headlee), or “Adjustment” (limited by Headlee). 
 
Even though the actual adjustments in value caused by market factors are 
tracked each year by the local Assessor, and are included in the Assessed 
Value, the legislature determined that only the inflation rate portion of these 
adjustments was being taxed.  They concluded that the “Uncapped” portion of 
the Taxable Value should be considered as “Adjustment”, not “New”. 
 



 
 
Headlee now effectively caps the amount of revenue a unit may levy by reducing 
the authorized millage based on increases in Taxable Value due to Uncappings 
from transfers of ownership. 
 
In other words, Proposal “A” allows only the CPI amount of any adjustments to 
be added to the Total Taxable Value, by law.  Any increases in Taxable Value 
beyond the CPI must be changes in Taxable Value due to the Uncapping of this 
value due to transfers of ownership. 
 
As an example, the overall Taxable Value increase for Troy in 2001 was 7.2%.  
Of this total, 3.7% was due to Adjustments for Market Value increases, which 
also includes Uncapped Taxable Values.  Since Proposal “A” limits the amount of 
Adjustment that may be added to Taxable Value to 3.2% (2001 CPI), then the 
amount of adjustment over the Headlee cap is .5%. 
 
The actual formula for this calculation for 2001 is: 
 

(2000 Total Taxable Value -  2000 Losses) x CPI 
(2001 Total Taxable Value -  2001 Additions             

 
Numerically: 
 

(4,373,072,080 – 117,184,949) x 1.032 
(4,686,250,942 – 278,393,302) 

 
The product of this calculation is a Millage Reduction Fraction of .9964. 
 
By Charter, the City Council is allowed to levy up to 10.00 mills for Operating and 
Capital, without a vote of the electorate.  From 1979 through 1999 the composite 
Headlee calculation has reduced the allowable levy to 8.5616 mills.  With the 
2001 multiplier being applied, the new maximum authorized millage levy for the 
City of Troy is now 8.5308.  The City currently levies 7.90 mills of an allowable 
8.5308. 
 
The attached chart shows the Headlee calculations from 1994 forward, and 
details that we have had only two Millage Reduction Fractions since then, 1999, 
and 2001. 
 
Also attached is a chart that shows the millage that would be levied if we were 
taxing based on State Equalized Value, as we did previous to 1994.  
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February 22, 2002 
 
To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: John Szerlag, City Manager 
 John Lamerato, Assistant City Manager-Finance/Administration 
 Nino Licari, City Assessor 
 
Re: Osmic Abandonment of unexpired Industrial Facilities Exemption 
 Certificate #97-417 at 1788 Northwood, Troy, MI 
 
Detail:   
Osmic, Inc., formerly of 1788 Northwood, Troy, MI 48084, has moved to 1900 
Taylor, Auburn Hills, MI 48326.   
 
They were granted a 6 year Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate (IFEC) by 
the Auburn Hills City Council, in October of 2001.  This certificate covers Real 
and Personal Property.  They also qualified for Economic Development 
Corporation funding to assist with their relocation, and construction costs. 
 
They were previously granted an IFEC by the Troy City Council in 1997 (#97-
417) that was to run for 12 years, effective with the 1998 tax year.  This 
abatement covers only high technology Personal Property, consistent with City 
Council’s existing policy. 
 
Public Act 198 of 1974, The Plant Rehabilitation and Industrial Districts Act,  
(MCL 207.572, as amended) requires a Letter of Agreement between the 
Petitioner, and the Local Unit granting the abatement.  As part of these standards 
the City and Osmic, Inc., entered into a Letter of Agreement (attached).   
 
The Agreement, in its simplest form, states that Osmic, Inc., would stay in Troy 
for the entire 12 years, or the City Council could require repayment of any portion 
of the abated taxes (from none to the total amount, Paragraph 4).   
 
The Agreement also states that the City Council could require Osmic, Inc., to pay 
the total estimated taxes that would have been paid for the remainder of the 
terms of the Agreement, or again, any portion thereof (none to the total amount). 
 
This is also stated in the Act itself, MCL 207.571(2). 
 
Through the 2001 tax year, Osmic, Inc., has realized a total abated tax savings of 
$24,915.61. 
 
Osmic would have realized an additional $25,328.70 of savings for fulfilling the 
terms of the abatement.  This equates to an estimated total of $50,244.31 of 
abated taxes. 
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In addition, they would have paid the City, and all other taxing authorities in Troy, 
and additional $65,618.14 for non-abated taxes for the remaining 8 years of the 
abatement. 
 
Osmic, Inc., would have to bring suit against the City if they do not agree with the 
terms set forth by Council for the release of the terms of the existing Letter of 
Agreement.  
 
Council Options: 
Council may decide to allow Osmic, Inc., to be eligible for their abatement in 
Auburn Hills, without any payment of past, or future abated (or unabated) taxes 
to the City of Troy. 
 
Council may also decide that the repayment if the amount of taxes that have 
been abated for the past 4 years ($24,915.61) is fulfillment of the terms of the 
Letter of Agreement. 
 
Council may require the repayment of previously abated taxes ($24,915.61), 
along with the estimated amount of abated taxes that would have been paid, had 
the abatement run its course ($25,328.70 estimated future abated), for a total of 
$50,244.31. 
 
Council also has the option of requiring payment of the previously abated taxes 
($24,915.61), the estimated future unabated taxes ($65,618.14), and the 
estimated future abated taxes ($25,328.70), for a total of $115,862.45. 
 
Council has the ability to require any combination of these options, or any 
fractional part of them, but may not exceed the maximum collectable amount of 
$115,862.45. 
 
Staff Request: 
While City Council has many options available in order to bring closure to this 
matter, it is clear that two things must be dealt with.  While Osmic has some 
furniture and equipment left at the Northwood facility, they will not be proceeding 
with the abatement that they were granted in 1997. 
 
Staff requests that Council vacate the existing IDD, and vacate the existing IFEC 
at this address. 
 
Cc: Doug Smith, Director of Real Estate and Development 
 Kim Harper, Deputy Assessor 
 Wes Hardenburg 
 Osmic, Inc. 
 1900 Taylor 
 Auburn Hills, MI 48326 







 

207.571 Transfer and assignment of industrial facilities exemption certificate.  

Sec. 21. (1) An industrial facilities exemption certificate may be transferred and 
assigned by the holder of the industrial facilities exemption certificate to a new owner 
or lessee of the facility but only with the approval of the local governmental unit and the 
commission after application by the new owner or lessee, and notice and hearing in the 
same manner as provided in section 5 for the application for a certificate.  

(2) If the owner or lessee of a facility for which an industrial facilities exemption 
certificate is in effect relocates that facility outside of the industrial development district 
or plant rehabilitation district during the period in which the industrial facilities 
exemption certificate is in effect, the owner or lessee is liable to the local governmental 
unit from which it is leaving, upon relocating, for an amount equal to the difference 
between the industrial facilities tax to be paid by the owner or lessee of that facility for 
that facility for the tax years remaining under the industrial facilities exemption 
certificate that is in effect and the general ad valorem property tax that the owner or 
lessee would have paid if the owner or lessee of that facility did not have an industrial 
facilities exemption certificate in effect for those years. If the local governmental unit 
determines that it is in its best interest, the local governmental unit may forgive the 
liability of the owner or lessee under this subsection. The payment provided in this 
subsection shall be distributed in the same manner as the industrial facilities tax is 
distributed.  

History: 1974, Act 198, Imd. Eff. July 9, 1974 ;--Am. 1999, Act 140, Imd. Eff. Oct. 18, 
1999 . 

Popular Name: Act 198 

207.572 Industrial facilities exemption certificate; requirements for approval and 
issuance. [M.S.A. 7.800(22) ] 

Sec. 22. A new industrial facilities exemption certificate shall not be approved and 
issued under this act after April 1, 1994, unless a written agreement is entered into 
between the local governmental unit and the person to whom the certificate is to be 
issued, and filed with the department of treasury.  

History: Add. 1993, Act 334, Eff. Apr. 1, 1994 ;--Am. 1994, Act 266, Eff. Imd. July 6, 
1994 . 

Popular Name: Act 198 

 

 

 

 

 



City of Troy Assessing Department
Osmic Corp IFT Tax Calc

763,190
(A/V & T/V ^) Trnsprt'n County Intrmd CommColl City State Ed. School Op SchDebt TOTAL

Millage 0.3300 4.6564 2.1208 1.6456 9.4800 6.0000 18.0000 3.6200 45.8528
IFT Millage 0.1650 2.3282 1.0604 0.8228 4.7400 6.0000 9.0000 1.8100 25.9264

Taxes 125.93 1,776.86 809.29 627.95 3,617.52 4,579.14 6,868.71 1,381.37 19,786.77
Abated Taxes 62.96 888.43 404.64 313.98 1,808.76 0.00 3,434.36 690.69 7,603.81

589,210
(A/V & T/V ^) Trnsprt'n County Intrmd CommColl City State Ed. School Op SchDebt TOTAL

Millage 0.3270 4.6522 2.0998 1.6295 9.4800 6.0000 18.0000 7.0000 49.1885
IFT Millage 0.1635 2.3261 1.0499 0.8147 4.7400 6.0000 9.0000 3.5000 27.5942

Taxes 96.34 1,370.56 618.61 480.03 2,792.86 3,535.26 5,302.89 2,062.24 16,258.78
Abated Taxes 48.17 685.28 309.31 240.01 1,396.43 0.00 2,651.45 1,031.12 6,361.76

573,730
(A/V & T/V ^) Trnsprt'n County Intrmd CommColl City State Ed. School Op SchDebt TOTAL

Millage 0.3236 4.6478 2.0752 1.6109 9.4800 6.0000 18.0000 3.3155 45.4530
IFT Millage 0.1618 2.3239 1.0376 0.8054 4.7400 6.0000 9.0000 1.6577 25.7264

Taxes 92.83 1,333.29 595.30 462.08 2,719.48 3,442.38 5,163.57 951.07 14,760.01
Abated Taxes 46.41 666.65 297.65 231.04 1,359.74 0.00 2,581.79 475.54 5,658.81

520,890
(A/V & T/V ^) Trnsprt'n County Intrmd CommColl City State Ed. School Op SchDebt TOTAL

Millage 0.3207 4.6438 3.4526 1.5952 9.4800 6.0000 18.0000 3.1400 46.6323
IFT Millage 0.1603 2.3219 1.7263 0.7976 4.7400 6.0000 9.0000 1.5700 26.3161

**Taxes 83.50 1,209.45 899.21 415.46 2,469.02 3,125.34 4,688.01 817.80 13,707.79
**Abated Taxes 41.75 604.73 449.61 207.73 1,234.51 0.00 2,344.01 408.90 5,291.23

452,580
(A/V & T/V ^) Trnsprt'n County Intrmd CommColl City State Ed. School Op SchDebt TOTAL

Millage 0.3207 4.6438 3.4526 1.5952 9.4800 6.0000 18.0000 3.1400 46.6323
IFT Millage 0.1603 2.3219 1.7263 0.7976 4.7400 6.0000 9.0000 1.5700 26.3161

**Taxes 72.55 1,050.85 781.29 360.98 2,145.23 2,715.48 4,073.22 710.55 11,910.14
**Abated Taxes 36.27 525.42 390.64 180.49 1,072.61 0.00 2,036.61 355.28 4,597.33

401,340
(A/V & T/V ^) Trnsprt'n County Intrmd CommColl City State Ed. School Op SchDebt TOTAL

Millage 0.3207 4.6438 3.4526 1.5952 9.4800 6.0000 18.0000 3.1400 46.6323
IFT Millage 0.1603 2.3219 1.7263 0.7976 4.7400 6.0000 9.0000 1.5700 26.3161

**Taxes 64.33 931.87 692.83 320.11 1,902.35 2,408.04 3,612.06 630.10 10,561.70
**Abated Taxes 32.17 465.94 346.42 160.05 951.18 0.00 1,806.03 315.05 4,076.83

** Taxes Calculated using 2001 Millage Rates

** Taxes Calculated using 2001 Millage Rates

2002

2003

1998

1999

2000

2001
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City of Troy Assessing Department
Osmic Corp IFT Tax Calc

358,650
(A/V & T/V ^) Trnsprt'n County Intrmd CommColl City State Ed. School Op SchDebt TOTAL

Millage 0.3207 4.6438 3.4526 1.5952 9.4800 6.0000 18.0000 3.1400 46.6323
IFT Millage 0.1603 2.3219 1.7263 0.7976 4.7400 6.0000 9.0000 1.5700 26.3161

**Taxes 57.49 832.75 619.14 286.06 1,700.00 2,151.90 3,227.85 563.08 9,438.27
**Abated Taxes 28.75 416.37 309.57 143.03 850.00 0.00 1,613.93 281.54 3,643.18

315,950
(A/V & T/V ^) Trnsprt'n County Intrmd CommColl City State Ed. School Op SchDebt TOTAL

Millage 0.3207 4.6438 3.4526 1.5952 9.4800 6.0000 18.0000 3.1400 46.6323
IFT Millage 0.1603 2.3219 1.7263 0.7976 4.7400 6.0000 9.0000 1.5700 26.3161

**Taxes 50.65 733.60 545.42 252.00 1,497.60 1,895.70 2,843.55 496.04 8,314.57
**Abated Taxes 25.32 366.80 272.71 126.00 748.80 0.00 1,421.78 248.02 3,209.44

281,800
(A/V & T/V ^) Trnsprt'n County Intrmd CommColl City State Ed. School Op SchDebt TOTAL

Millage 0.3207 4.6438 3.4526 1.5952 9.4800 6.0000 18.0000 3.1400 46.6323
IFT Millage 0.1603 2.3219 1.7263 0.7976 4.7400 6.0000 9.0000 1.5700 26.3161

**Taxes 45.17 654.31 486.47 224.76 1,335.73 1,690.80 2,536.20 442.43 7,415.88
**Abated Taxes 22.59 327.16 243.24 112.38 667.87 0.00 1,268.10 221.21 2,862.54

247,640
(A/V & T/V ^) Trnsprt'n County Intrmd CommColl City State Ed. School Op SchDebt TOTAL

Millage 0.3207 4.6438 3.4526 1.5952 9.4800 6.0000 18.0000 3.1400 46.6323
IFT Millage 0.1603 2.3219 1.7263 0.7976 4.7400 6.0000 9.0000 1.5700 26.3161

**Taxes 39.70 575.00 427.50 197.52 1,173.81 1,485.84 2,228.76 388.79 6,516.92
**Abated Taxes 19.85 287.50 213.75 98.76 586.91 0.00 1,114.38 194.40 2,515.54

230,560
(A/V & T/V ^) Trnsprt'n County Intrmd CommColl City State Ed. School Op SchDebt TOTAL

Millage 0.3207 4.6438 3.4526 1.5952 9.4800 6.0000 18.0000 3.1400 46.6323
IFT Millage 0.1603 2.3219 1.7263 0.7976 4.7400 6.0000 9.0000 1.5700 26.3161

**Taxes 36.96 535.34 398.02 183.89 1,092.85 1,383.36 2,075.04 361.98 6,067.44
**Abated Taxes 18.48 267.67 199.01 91.95 546.43 0.00 1,037.52 180.99 2,342.04

204,940
(A/V & T/V ^) Trnsprt'n County Intrmd CommColl City State Ed. School Op SchDebt TOTAL

Millage 0.3207 4.6438 3.4526 1.5952 9.4800 6.0000 18.0000 3.1400 46.6323
IFT Millage 0.1603 2.3219 1.7263 0.7976 4.7400 6.0000 9.0000 1.5700 26.3161

**Taxes 32.85 475.85 353.79 163.46 971.42 1,229.64 1,844.46 321.76 5,393.22
**Abated Taxes 16.43 237.93 176.89 81.73 485.71 0.00 922.23 160.88 2,081.79

** Taxes Calculated using 2001 Millage Rates

** Taxes Calculated using 2001 Millage Rates

** Taxes Calculated using 2001 Millage Rates

** Taxes Calculated using 2001 Millage Rates

** Taxes Calculated using 2001 Millage Rates

2006

2007

2008

** Taxes Calculated using 2001 Millage Rates

2009

2004

2005
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City of Troy Assessing Department
Osmic Corp IFT Tax Calc

Trnsprt'n County Intrmd CommColl City State Ed. School Op SchDebt TOTAL
IFT 98 - 01 398.59 5,690.17 2,922.41 1,985.53 11,598.87 14,682.12 22,023.18 5,212.48 64,513.35

Abated 98-01 199.30 2,845.08 1,461.21 992.76 5,799.44 0.00 11,011.59 2,606.24 24,915.61

Trnsprt'n County Intrmd CommColl City State Ed. School Op SchDebt TOTAL
Total IFT Taxes 798.29 11,479.73 7,226.87 3,974.31 23,417.88 29,642.88 44,464.32 9,127.21 130,131.49

Total Abated Taxes 399.15 5,739.87 3,613.44 1,987.15 11,708.94 0.00 22,232.16 4,563.61 50,244.31

Totals Through 2001

12 Year Certificate Totals
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DATE:   February 25, 2002 

  
 

 
TO:   Honorable Mayor and City Council 
    
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
   Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
   Mark Stimac, Director of Building and Zoning 
 
SUBJECT:  Public Hearing Request for Commercial Vehicle Appeal 
   5184 Rochester Road 
 

 
 

 
On December 10, 2001, information was sent to the residence of Mr. Sead Mesanovic 
that identified restrictions related to the commercial vehicle located on his residential 
property.  As part of that information, he was advised that the Freightliner semi tractor 
parked on that property did not comply with the exceptions found in Chapter 39, Section 
40.66.00.  He was given the option to remove the vehicle or appeal to City Council for 
relief of the Ordinance. 
 
In response to our letter, Mr. Mesanovic has filed an appeal.  The appeal requests that 
a public hearing date be held in accordance with the ordinance.  A public hearing has 
been scheduled for your meeting of March 4, 2002. 
 
Mr. Mesanovic recently purchased this property on Rochester Road.  He currently parks 
his vehicle in the front yard of his property along the road.  He indicates in his 
application that in the spring he will expand the driveway in the back of the house so 
that the vehicle can be parked behind the house. 
 
The property currently has a 25’ x 42’ accessory building on it with only a 997 square 
foot house.  The Board of Zoning Appeals approved the oversized accessory building in 
1987.  No additional accessory buildings can be constructed without further BZA action.  
There is considerable room available to construct an attached garage on the front or 
rear of the existing house if the petitioner wishes to do so. 
 
A copy of the application and photo are attached for your reference. 
 
Should you have any questions or require additional information, kindly advise. 













Date:  February 19, 2002 

 

To:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
From:  John Szerlag, City Manager 

Peggy E. Clifton, Human Resources Director 
Sharalyn Arft. Human Resources Specialist 

Re:  Part-Time Wage Survey Report and Recommendation for 2002 

RECOMMENDATION 

City Administration supports and recommends approval of the part-time wage adjustments outlined in the 
report below, effective July 1, 2002. 

 

BACKGROUND 

The Part-time Wage Survey conducted this year included the benchmark Michigan communities  
surveyed by the Hay Group for Classified and Exempt classifications. Based on conversations with 
affected Department Directors and Supervisors, it was determined that those titles included below would 
be surveyed.  These titles fall within either “PRSE Group” or “General” classifications.  (PRSE 
classifications are Parks & Recreation Seasonal Employees who work in various recreation programs and 
include coordinators, instructors, referees and support staff.)  The resulting recommendations are based 
on the City’s ability to competitively recruit and retain part-time staff. The following is a summary of survey 
results and recommendations for part-time classifications. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
PC02M.004 
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I. PRSE Group Classifications: 
 
   NUMBER OF  HOURLY AVERAGE       TROY 
   MUNICIPALS    WAGE   HOURLY    HOURLY   
TITLE   REPORTING   RANGE    WAGE PAY RANGE  RECOMMENDATION 
 
Support/PRSE-2        $5.50 - 11.00         $7.00 - 11.00 1 

Cashier (Aquatics Ctr) 3  $6.50 -  17.00 $7.33 - 11.17   
Cashier/Starter/Ranger 5  $5.25 -  15.00 $6.70 - 10.15 
Lifeguard   5  $5.25 -  15.00 $7.25 - 11.10 
 

 
Officials-Referees/PRSE-3       $6.00 - 15.00        $7.00  - 15.00 2 

Youth Basketball Referee 3  $6.50 -  8.00 $6.67 - 8.00 
Youth Basketball Official 1  $8.00 -  9.00 $8.00 - 9.00 
Youth Softball Official 3  $6.50 -  8.00 $6.67 - 8.00 

 
II. General Classifications: 
 
General P-T         $8.00 - 11.50         $9.50 – 13.003 

Clerk-Typist   5  $7.50 - 17.00 $9.30 - 12.90 
 
 
These recommendations have been reviewed with each Department Director whose department would be affected.  Please 
notify me if there is any additional information you may require. The funds required to implement these increases are available in 
each department's budget. 
__________________________________ 
   
1 All Troy's positions surveyed in this classification are below the average starting salary of the comparables.  A minimum of $7.00 is 

recommended to be competitive.  Increasing the maximum is not recommended at this time since we are not currently having a problem 
retaining employees once they have been hired. 

 
2 Troy’s minimum is 11% below our comparable city averages for Youth Basketball Referee and Youth Basketball Official, and 33% below 

the average for Youth Softball Official.   There is difficulty recruiting for this classification.  (Note: There are additional positions within this 
pay grade for which the $15 maximum applies; however, no change is proposed for the maximum). 

 
3 Increases are recommended due to difficulty with recruitment and retention; the recommended range is competitive with the average of the 

comparables. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
cc: Gary Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
 John M. Lamerato, Assistant City Manager/Finance and Administration 



February 21, 2002 
 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 

Doug Smith, Real Estate and Development Director 
 
SUBJECT: BOSCO Relocation 
 
BOSCO (pizza company) is relocating to 1400 Rochester Road.  As part of the 
relocation, BOSCO is seeking a Tax Exempt Revenue Bond loan through the State of 
Michigan, and will be utilizing the Oakland County Economic Corporation (EDC) to 
finance the project. In order to issue this bond, the County requires the attached 
resolution 
 
State law requires that the EDC appoint a board for each project.  The board must include 
two residents from the host community and as in the past, the City Manager and City 
Assessor will serve as the two resident appointees.  The first meeting of the EDC for this 
project will be March 19, 2002 at 8:30 a.m. at the County Executive Office building.   
 
DS/pg 
 



February 19, 2002 
 
To:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Jeanette Bennett, Purchasing Director 
  William R. Need, Public Works Director 
 
Subject: Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award To Low Bidder – 
  Hauling And Disposal Of Dirt And Debris 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
On February 8, 2002, bid proposals were opened to furnish one-year 
requirements of hauling and disposal of dirt and debris with an option to renew 
for one additional year. After reviewing these proposals, the Public Works 
Department recommends awarding the contract to the lowest acceptable bidders, 
A & B Trucking and Republic Services at the following unit prices:  
 
A & B Trucking: 
 
 EST QTY    
ITEM  (TONS) DESCRIPTION PRICE/TON TOTAL 
A. 4,000 Broken concrete with and without wire, possibly 

mixed with fill dirt 
$4.00 $16,000 

B. 500 Broken asphalt possibly mixed with fill dirt $4.00 $2,000 
C. 10,500 Fill Dirt, material excavated from water and sewer 

repairs as well as ditching operations. 
$4.00 $42,000 

  Material may include stumps, logs, culverts, etc.   
Republic Services:   
D. 2,000 Catch basin sludge and street sweepings $13.90 $27,800 
E. 1,000 Wood debris including stump grindings $12.50 $12,500 
    
  ESTIMATED GRAND TOTAL (per year)            $100,300.00 
 
J & H Transportation Inc. withdrew their entire bid on February 11, 2002, due to 
misquoting Items D & E.  The contract will begin on the date of award and expire 
one calendar year later.  
 
BUDGET: 
Funds are available from the Water and Street Departments’ operating budgets. 
 
22 Bids Sent 
  4 Bid Responses 
  1 No Bid 
  1 Bid Withdrawn 
 
Prepared by: Vicki Richardson, Administrative Aide 
 



CITY OF TROY SBP 02-01
Opening Date -- 2/8/02 BID TABULATION Page 1 of 1
Date Prepared -- 2/18/02 HAULING/DISPOSAL OF DIRT AND DEBRIS

VENDOR NAME: A&B REPUBLIC
TRUCKING SERVICES

INC OF MICHIGAN LLC

EST PRICE/ PRICE/
ITEM QTY(TONS)   DESCRIPTION TON TON

A. 4,000 Broken concrete with and without wire, possibly mixed 4.00$                 12.50$               

B. 500 Broken asphalt possibly mixed with fill dirt 4.00$                 12.50$               

C. 10,500 Fill Dirt, material excavated from water and sewer 4.00$                 12.50$               
Repairs as well as ditching operation. Material may
include stumps, logs, culverts, etc.

D. 2,000 Catch basin sludge and street sweepings. BLANK 13.90$               

E. 1,000 Wood debris including stump grindings 13.00$               12.50$               

ESTIMATED TOTAL AWARDED ITEMS: 60,000$             40,300$             
DISPOSAL SITE: BLANK CARLETON FARMS

EPA PERMIT #: 8623

EQUIPMENT LIST: Attached/Not Attached Attached Attached => Subcontracts
ADDENDUM A

INSURANCE: Can Meet XX XX
Cannot Meet

MANDATORY SITE VISIT: Yes/No CURRENT PROVIDER CURRENT PROVIDER

Date OF SERVICE OF SERVICE

TERMS: NET 30 NET 30

WARRANTY: BLANK BLANK

EXCEPTIONS: BLANK BLANK

NO BIDS:
  Able Demolition

PROPOSAL--One (1) Year Requirements of Hauling and Disposal of Dirt
BID WITHDRAWN:  and Debris with an Option to Renew for One (1) Additional Year
  J&H Transportation Inc ($213,600)

ATTEST: ** BOLDFACE TYPE DENOTES LOWEST ACCEPTABLE BIDDERS
  Cheryl Morrell
  Vicki Richardson
  Susan Leirstein ___________________________

Jeanette Bennett
Purchasing Director

G:\HaulingDirt&Debris SBP 02-01



A & B TRUCKING INC
417 NORTH AVENUE
BERVILLE  MI  48002

ABLE DEMOLITION INC
43841 VINTNERS PLACE DRIVE
STERLING HEIGHTS  MI  48314

AMERICAN AGGREGATES OF MI, INC
8800 DIX AVENUE
DETROIT  MI  48209

B & S TRUCKING
4516 IMLAY CITY ROAD
ATTICA  MI  48412

BLUE STAR INC
4751 TWENTY-TWO MILE ROAD
SHELBY TOWNSHIP  MI  48317

D A T
23951 WILLOWBROOK
NOVI  MI  48375

GILBERTS TRUCKING INC
45887 MOUND
UTICA  MI  48087

GLOBAL ALLOYS INC
P O BOX 99237
TROY  MI  48099

J & H TRANSPORTATION INC
P O BOX 370
STERLING HEIGHTS  MI  48311

JACKIE'S TRANSPORT INC
7811 CHUBB
NORTHVILLE  MI  48167

MILFORD SAND & GRAVEL
8800 DIX AVENUE
DETROIT  MI  48209

MILLER MOTOR TRUCKING & LEASING CO
370 CHANNING
FERNDALE  MI  48220

MUELLER & CARNAGO
4640 LAPEER ROAD
ORION  MI  48359

OSBURN INDUSTRIES INC
5850 PARDEE
TAYLOR  MI  48180



REPUBLIC WASTE SERVICES OF MICHIGAN
P O BOX 634
NEW BOSTON  MI  48164

RICHMOND TRANSPORT INC
4020 COUNTY LINE
LENOX  MI  48050

RICHTERS CONTRACTING
37140 POCAHONTAS
CLINTON TWP  MI  48036

SYNAGRO
4516 IMLAY CITY ROAD
ATTICA  MI  48412

TROY AGGREGATE CARRIERS
6075 ELMRIDGE
STERLING HEIGHTS  MI  48313

WIEGAND'S DISPOSAL INC
37580 MOUND ROAD
STERLING HEIGHTS  MI  48310

WILLIAMS TRUCKING SERVICE, INC
P O BOX 51279
LIVONIA  MI  48151-5279



 
 
 
Date: February 18, 2002 
 
To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: John Szerlag, City Manager 
 Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
 William R. Need, Public Works Director 
 
Re: Load Restrictions 
 
 
Each year during the spring thaw we post load restrictions on asphalt roads to prevent 
damage to the road surface. 
 
The Michigan Vehicle Code (Act 300, P.A. 1949) allows local governments, by ordinance 
or resolution, to prohibit the use of trucks or other commercial vehicles, or to impose weight 
limitations of trucks and commercial vehicles on certain streets.  Chapter 94, Axle Load 
Ordinance, allows the Public Works Director or his authorized representative discretionary 
power to reduce normal axle loads on specified streets. 
 
The roads of concern are listed as Attachment "A".  The specific limits to be posted are 
6,000 lbs. per axle, 8,500 lbs. per tandem axle assembly.  This limitation would be in effect 
during periods prescribed in Chapter 94 of the City Code for "frost law" limitations. 
 
We request approval of the reduced axle load limits for the streets listed on Attachment 
"A". 
 
 
cc: Timothy Richnak, Superintendent of Streets & Drains 
      
Attachment 
 



City of Troy 
 Frost Law Load Restrictions 
 
 
Concrete Streets : 25% reduction from normal loadings 
 
Asphalt or Gravel Streets : 35% reduction from normal loadings (unless otherwise posted) 
 
Tabulation of allowable gross axle loads when restrictions are in force 
 

Spacing between axles Normal Load 25% Reduction 35% Reduction 

9 Feet or over 18,000 lb 13,500 lb 11,700 lb 

More than 3 ½ feet but less than 9 feet 13,000 9,750 8,450 

Less than 3 ½ feet, the combined weight shall not 
exceed 

18,000 13,500 11,700 

** When part of a tandem axle assembly 16,000 12,000 10,400 

Maximum Load on any wheel shall not exceed 
(lbs/inch of tire) 

700 525 450 

 
** Note:  On any legal combination of vehicles, only one tandem axle assembly shall 

be permitted, on such designated highways at the gross permissible weight of 
16,000 pounds for any such axle, and no other tandem axle assembly in such 
combination of vehicles shall exceed a gross weight of 13,000 pounds for any such 
axle. 

 
No overweight permits will be issued while frost laws are in effect. 



Typical Front Axle Loads 
 

Tire Size Normal Load 25% Reduction 35% Reduction 

 7.50 x 20 
 8.25 x 20 
 9.00 x 20 
10.00 x 20 
11.00 x 20 
Duplex Type 

10,500 lb 
11,550 lb 
12,600 lb 
14,000 lb 
15,400 lb 
18,000 lb 

 7,875 lb 
 8,662 lb 
 9,450 lb 
10,500 lb 
11,550 lb 
13,500 lb 

 6,750 lb 
 7,425 lb 
 8,100 lb 
 9,000 lb 
 9,900 lb 
11,700 lb 
 

 
NOTE:  For allowable load calculations use 2 x tire size x allowable load per inch of tire.  

(For 9.00 x 20 on 35% Reduction Street, use 2 x 9.0 x 450 = 8100 #/axle.) 
 
 Guide for Permitted Loads During Frost Laws 
 
Frost Law Axle Loads 
 Concrete Streets - O.C.R.C. Class A Rest. - 25% Reduction 
 Asphalt or Gravel - O.C.R.C Class B Rest. - 35% Reduction 
 Special Posted Streets - 6000 #/axle, 3500 #/tandem assembly 
 

Concrete Trucks Concrete Streets Asphalt or Gravel Streets Posted 
6000 #/axle 
8500 #/tandem 

Tandem Axle 
Tri Axle 
Quad Axle 

4 yards 
5 yards 
6 yards 

3 yards 
3 yards 
4 yards 

no load 
no load 
no load 

 
Vehicles allowed on streets posted 6000 #/axle, 8500 #/tandem: 
 1. Fuel trucks for delivery to resident 
 2. Refuse trucks 
 3. Milk, bread, or grocery delivery to residents 
 4. Delivery of furnishings to new, unoccupied homes 
 5. Septic tank cleaning trucks 
 6. Emergency repair or rescue vehicles 
 7. School buses 
 
NOTE: The above vehicles should travel the shortest possible distance on these streets.  
 



Attachment “A” 
 

 Streets to be posted are: 
 
Section 1  Burdic Section 6   Killarney 
  Chancery   Lake Charnwood 
  Edith   Limerick 
  Evanswood   Malvern 
  Gulliver   Meath Hunt Circle 
  Harned   Ramsbury 
  Jarman   Tewksbury 
  Ravenna   Tutbury 
  Stirling   Windrush 
      
Section 2  Atkins Section 7  Arlund Way 
  Barabeau   Beach 
  Cadmus   Rabben 
  Cambria   Sussex Ct. 
  Eckerman    
  Hartwig Section 9  Blanche 
  Shelldrake   Daniels  
     Fabius 
     Habrand 
Section 3  Booth   Haldane 
  DeEtta   Houghten 
  Donaldson-Lovell to Ottawa   McKinley 
  Hannah   Niles 
  Hurst   Stalwart 
  Lesdale   Virgilia 
  Lovell - Livernois to Norton   Wright 
  Marengo    
  Montclair Section 10  Cutting 
  Norton   Somerton 
  Ottawa   Sylvanwood 
     Trinway 
Section 4  Aspinwall    
  Blackwall Section 13  Forsyth 
  Canmoor    
  Elmoor Section 14  Bradley 
  Fredmoor   Eleanor 
  Herbmoor   Glaser 
  Houghten   Lamb 
  Hurst   Rockfield 
  Lovell    
  Niles Section 15  Belhaven 
  Scone   Belzair 
  Troyvally   Dorshire 
  Vernmoor   Evaline 
     Leetonia 
Section 6  Anslow   Tallman - Eckford to Thurber 
  Beach   Wilton 
  Bretby    
  Chalgrove Section 16  Hart 
  Charnwood   Lange 
  Clockgate Circle   Paragon 
  Dalesford   Virgilia 
  Donegal   Webb 
  Dublin Fair    
  Erin Way    
  Galloway Bay    
  Glyndebourne    
 
 
 

     

Section 18  Beach Section 22  Jennings 
  Bronson   Kilmer 



  Butternut Hill   Louis 
  Hylane   Talbot 
  Juniper Court   Trombley 
  Pine Hill   Troy 
  Rouge Circle   Vanderpool 
  Valley Vista    
  Valley Vista Circle    
   Section 23  Boyd 
Section 19  Avonhurst   Daley 
  Beach   Hartland 
  Binbrooke   Torpey 
  Bolingbroke   Urbancrest 
  Caswell    
  Chelsea Section 24  Orpington 
  Chestnut Hill Court    
  Cheswick Section 25  Garry 
  Eastbourne   Isabell 
  Hampton   Milverton 
  Henhawk   Vermont 
  Kent   Virginia 
  Kingsley    
  Lanergan Section 27  Algansee 
  Myddleton   Arthur 
  Newgate   Beech Lane 
  Oakhill   Birchwood 
  Oxford   Cherry 
  Paddington   Chopin 
  Palmerston   Cook Court 
  Sunridge   Eastport 
  Tothill   Enterprise 
  Townhill   Hartshorn 
  Upton   Hickory 
  Weathervane   Kelly 
  Wembly   Kirkton 
  Wendover   Larchwood 
  Woodman   Lydia 
     Mastin 
Section 20  Alpine   Plum 
  Banmoor   Robinwood 
  Boulan   Starr 
  McClure   Van Courtland 
  McManus   Vermont 
  Muer   Westwood 
     Woodslee 
Section 21  Finch    
  Kirk Lane Section 28  Biltmore 
  Muer   Cloveridge 
  Muerknoll   Regents 
  Ruthland   Shepherds 
  Wendleton    
   Section 36  Dashwood 
Section 22  Colebrook   Iowa 
  Ellenboro   Lovington 
  Frankton   Minnesota 
  Harris   Wisconsin 
  Hartland    
  Helena    
 
Coolidge Highway - Square Lake to South Boulevard 
Square Lake Road - Adams to Dequindre 
Wattles Road -Adams to Dequindre  Revised  2/18/02 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
February 19, 2002 
 
 
 
TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council   
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 

Douglas J. Smith, Real Estate & Development Director 
Patricia A. Petitto, Senior Right of Way Representative 

 
SUBJECT: Request for Acceptance of Watermain Easement 
  Expert Underwriters’ Building – Boland and Goodman 

Project No. 00.921.3 - Sidwell #88-20-24-352-045 
 
 
In connection with the construction of the Expert Underwriters’ building on the north side of Big 
Beaver Road, east of John R, the Real Estate & Development Department has acquired a 
permanent easement for watermain from the owners of the property, Kenneth R. Boland, Janet 
E. Boland, William M. Goodman and Martha J. Goodman, doing business as JKMW 
Investments.  The consideration on this document is $1. 
 
In order for this project to proceed, we recommend that City Council accept the attached 
easement. 
 
 
cc:  Steve Vandette, City Engineer 
      William Need, Public Works Director 
       Parcel File 
 
Att. 
 
 
 









 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
February 19, 2002 
 
 
 
TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council   
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Douglas J. Smith, Real Estate & Development Director 

Patricia A. Petitto, Senior Right of Way Representative 
 
SUBJECT: Request for Acceptance of Permanent Easement for Storm   
  Drain/Sewer 
  Olympia Rear Yard Drain  
  Sidwell #88-20-28-431-002 
 
In connection with the installation of a rear and side yard drainage project on 
Olympia, west of Livernois, the Real Estate & Development Department has 
acquired a permanent easement for storm drain/sewer from Michael E. Sackner 
and Beverly J. Sackner, the owners of the property at 159 Olympia.  The 
consideration is $1. 
 
In order for the Streets and Drains Department to proceed with this project, we 
recommend that City Council accept the attached easement. 
 
 
cc:  William Need, Public Works Director 
       Parcel File 
 
Att. 
 
 
 
 
 
 









February 21, 2002 
 
TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Jeanette Bennett, Purchasing Director 
  William Need, Public Works Director 
 
Subject: Standard Purchasing Resolution 3: Exercise Renewal Option – 
  Transit Mixed Concrete 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
On May 7, 2001, Troy City Council approved one-year contracts with an option to 
renew for one additional year to the low total bidders, Superior Redi-Mix Inc. as 
primary supplier and Van Horn Concrete as secondary supplier to provide Transit 
Mixed Concrete on an as needed basis for replacement of sidewalks, curbs and 
streets. (Resolution #2001-05-232-E-5).  Superior Redi-Mix Inc. has agreed to 
renew the contract at the same prices, terms and conditions as the original 
contract. (see letter attached).  The Public Works Department recommends 
accepting the offer of Superior Redi-Mix Inc. to extend the contract for an 
additional year through April 30, 2003. 
 
Van Horn Concrete does not wish to extend their contract as secondary supplier 
of transit mixed concrete due to limited use.  The Public Works Department does 
not have a problem with this as we did not have to call upon them at all last 
season.  
 
SUMMARY 
 
PROPOSAL A - WEEK DAY DELIVERY 
  
ITEM 
 

EST. QTY. 
 

DESCRIPTION 
 

UNIT 
PRICE 

 

1. 100 Yds. 6 Sack Mix $65.00 /yd 
2. 500 Yds. 7 Sack Mix (High Early) $70.00 /yd 
3. 800 Yds. 8 Hour 3000 PSI Mix flexural strength/ 9 sack $80.00 /yd 
 
4. 

  
Split Load Charges 

  

 15 Times 2 Locations $50.00 ea 
 2 Times 3 Locations $60.00 ea 
5. 25 Times Below Minimum Load Charge $70.00 ea 
6. 50 Yds. Cold Weather Protection $4.00 /yd 
  TOTAL ESTIMATED PRICE: $108,320  
 
 
 
 

1 of 2 



 February 21, 2002 
 
To:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
Re: Option to Renew – Transit Mixed Concrete 
 
 
 
PROPOSAL B - SATURDAY DELIVERY 
 
ITEM EST. QTY DESCRIPTION UNIT 

PRICE 
 

 

1. 25 Yds. 6 Sack Mix $70.00 /yd 
2. 100 Yds. 7 Sack Mix (High Early) $75.00 /yd 
3. 500 Yds. 8 Hour 3000 PSI Mix-Flexural Strength/ 9 sack $85.00 /yd 
 
4. 

  
Split Load Charges 

  

 5 Times 2 Locations $50.00 ea 
 2 Times 3 Locations $60.00 ea 
5. 20 Times Below Minimum Load Charge $70.00 ea 
6. 60 Yds. Cold Weather Protection $4.00 /yd 
  TOTAL ESTIMATED PRICE: $53,760  
 
 
MARKET SURVEY 
The Purchasing Department has determined a market survey is not required, as 
Superior Redi-Mix and Van Horn Concrete were the only vendors to bid on the 
original contract. 
 
 
BUDGET 
Funds are available in the Public Works Operating Budgets. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Prepared by: V icki C. Richardson, Administrative Aide 
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DATE:   February 25, 2002 

  
 

 
TO:   Honorable Mayor and City Council 
    
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
   Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
   Mark Stimac, Director of Building and Zoning 
 
SUBJECT:  Request for Special Event to be held on Civic Center Grounds 
 
 
 
We have received a request from the Southeast Michigan Chapter of the March of 
Dimes to use part of the Civic Center as the start/finish line of their Troy WalkAmerica 
program. The event will take place on Sunday, April 28, 2002, from 5:30 a.m. until 
approximately 3:30 p.m.  In previous years the March of Dimes has used the area 
between the Library and the District Court Building.  Because of potential conflicts with 
the construction of the City Hall addition, that area is not available this year.  Staff has 
worked with the representatives of the March of Dimes to coordinate a new location at 
the Troy Aquatic Center.  We believe that this location may actually be more appropriate 
to stage their event.   
This site provides access to the existing buildings at the aquatic center for water 
bathrooms and electricity.  Also, by barricading the parking lot, it provides a safe staging 
area separated from vehicular traffic. Even with the parking lot barricaded there would 
still be access to the drop-off and turn-around area making access for shuttles much 
easier.  
As part of their proposed use of the Civic Center property, they would erect a number of 
tents in the parking area as well as locate the Oakland County “Showmobile”, food 
tables, porta johns, and inflatable rides for the children of the walkers.  The tents are 
used by walk organizers for registration and by sponsors for their walk teams.  The use 
of the sponsor tents may include the placement of corporate banners on the tents. 
Applications for outdoor special events require the approval of the owner of the 
property. Since the event is proposed to take place on City property, the applicants seek 
your approval for this event. 
 









February 25, 2002 
 
 
 
TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM:         John Szerlag, City Manager 

John M. Lamerato, Assistant City Manager/ Finance and Administration 
Jeanette Bennett, Purchasing Director 

   
   
SUBJECT: Bid Rejection for SBP 01-47 

Soil Remediation and Waterproofing at Caswell House             
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Three bids were received for the above-referenced project on February 6, 2002.  
It is requested that all bids be rejected, and the project be re-bid immediately 
using a revised bid document. 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The bidders interpreted the elements of the “complete for the sum of price” 
differently.  Therefore, the confusion resulted in the three bidders quoting the 
project inconsistently.  It is staff’s recommendation to revise and clarify the bid 
document to eliminate any confusion by the bidders.    NTH Consultants, Ltd., the 
consultant on this project, will provide the necessary changes to the document 
and resubmit to staff.  It should be noted that the low bidder’s price could not be 
clarified without materially changing the bid price submitted and, therefore, the 
process could not be salvaged.  



 
CITY OF TROY 

 
SOIL REMEDIATION AND WATERPROOFING AT CASWELL HOUSE 

 
SBP 01-47  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 BIDDERS SUBMITTING BID PROPOSALS        
  
 
1. ENMANCO, Inc.  
 42826 N. Walnut  
 Mt. Clemens, MI  48043 
 
 
2. Inland Waters Pollution Control, Inc. 
 2021 S. Schaefer 
 Detroit, MI  48217 
 
 
3. Marine Pollution Control Corporation 
 8631 W. Jefferson 
 Detroit, MI  48209 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Bid Opening:  02/06/02 









 
 
February 20, 2002 
 
 
 
TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 

Doug J. Smith, Real Estate and Development Director 
  Larysa Figol, Right of Way Representative 
 
RE: Request to Purchase Right of Way for John R Sidewalk  

Project  #00.601.5, Laurel to Jeffrey 
 Parcels #88-20-12-152-003 & 004, 88-20-12-152-005 and 
 88-20-12-152-038 
 
As part of the proposed John R sidewalk Project #00.601.5, the City has made 4 
Conditioned offers to property owners.  In addition to the current 33 feet of road 
right-of-way, the City is seeking to purchase an additional 27 feet of each parcel 
to complete this project. The parcels requiring right of way are located in Section 
12 on the East side of John R between Laurel and Jeffrey.  The entire project 
involves 7 parcels. 
 
These 4 properties have been appraised and reviewed by licensed appraisers, 
Dennis Stephens and Kimberly Harper respectively. 
 
In order to proceed with the project, Staff requests that City Council approve the 
attached four (4) Purchase Agreements with Richard and M’Lisa Long, Aurel and 
Felicia Buia, and Dennis and Teresa Sherman in the total amount of $89,299.63 
plus closing costs. 
 
Parcel Number     Owner Name    Conditioned Offer 
88-20-12-152-003     Aurel & Felicia Buia   $14,791.00 
88-20-12-152-004    Aurel & Felicia Buia   $16,255.00 
88-20-12-152-005  Richard L. & M’Lisa Long   $18,844.00 
88-20-12-150-038  Dennis & Teresa Sherman  $39,409.63 
        TOTAL             $89,299.63 
     
Monies for the purchase of right of way will come from Capital Outlay New 
Sidewalk Construction 2001-2002 Budget. 
 
 
 





















February 26, 2002 
 
 
 
 
TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Charles T. Craft, Chief of Police 
   
SUBJECT: Request To Waive Parking Restrictions 
 
 
Smith Middle School requests that the parking restrictions be waived on Donaldson 
street from Square Lake Road to Cotswald street, so that they may host parent 
conferences, GMS&T conference, and end of school year promotion ceremonies.  
The specific dates and times are as follows: 
 

• March 7, 2002 (Thursday), 12:30 pm – 9:30 pm, Parent Conferences 
• March 16, 2002 (Saturday), 7:30 am – 12:00 pm, GMS&T Conference 
• June 7, 2002 (Friday), 12:00 pm – 3:30 pm, Promotion Ceremony 

 
Both sides of Donaldson are posted no parking areas and parking at Smith Middle 
School is limited.   
 
Smith Middle School makes about four such requests each year and city staff is 
supportive of the requests.  It is recommended that parking restrictions on the non-
hydrant side of the street (the west side) be waived on the dates and times 
requested.  Waiving the restrictions on the non-hydrant side will provide additional 
parking while still allowing for the passage of emergency vehicles. 
 
 





 
 
 
February 25, 2002 
 
 
 
 
TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council   
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager    
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services  

Douglas J. Smith, Real Estate & Development Director 
Patricia A. Petitto, Senior Right of Way Representative  

 
SUBJECT: Request for Approval to Pay Business Relocation Claim 
  Robert L. Montgomery 
  Proposed Fire Station #3 Expansion 

2300 West Big Beaver Road, Suite #6 
 
 

In compliance with Michigan Laws and Federal Guidelines, businesses displaced 
by a public project are entitled to Relocation Benefits that include payments for 
moving costs, expenses to reestablish the business and expenses to search for a 
replacement property.  The moving costs are the actual costs based on the lowest 
of three bids.  The reestablishment expenses are limited to $10,000 and the 
searching expenses are limited to $1,000.  All costs must be reasonable and 
supported by receipts. 
 
Attached is a copy of a “Relocation Claim” from Robert L. Montgomery 
Photography, one of the businesses that is being displaced from 2300 West Big 
Beaver Road.  He has moved to Madison Heights and submitted a Relocation 
Claim for $3,579.58.  With the exception of the telephone expenses, which are an 
estimate, all of this money has already been spent.  Because most of the expenses 
have already been incurred, but final cost will not be known until he receives 
telephone service, we would like to reimburse him for the money he has already 
spent.   
 
Therefore, the Real Estate & Development Department requests approval to pay 
actual relocation expenses in an amount not to exceed $4,000 for the attached 
Relocation Claim from R.L. Montgomery.  The funds will come from Bond Proposal 
B monies. 
 
 
Att. 





 
 

February 26, 2002 
 
TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 

Charles Craft, Chief of Police 
Gary Mayer, Police Captain 
George Zielinski, Police Sergeant 

 
SUBJECT: Amended Resolution for Two Step License Transfers by 2875 Maple, LLC 
and Full Service Dining, Inc. 
 
 
The Council Resolution from February 18, 2002 (Item E-13) failed to include the First 
Step Transfer of the Class C license from Laurie Management, Inc. to 2875 Maple, 
LLC.  The Michigan Liquor Control Commission will not take action on the Step 2 item 
approved until they receive a resolution approving Step 1.  
 
I request a new resolution covering both Steps 1 & 2 of this transfer. The original 
paperwork is attached. 



 
 

February 12, 2002 
 
TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 

Charles Craft, Chief of Police 
Gary Mayer, Police Captain 
George Zielinski, Police Sergeant 

 
SUBJECT: Application for (2 Step) Class C license transfers by 2875 Maple, LLC and 
Full Service Dining, Inc. (Papa Vino’s) 
 
 
Step I 
2875 Maple, LLC requests transfer ownership of 1997 Class C licensed business with 
Dance Permit and Official Permit (Food) located in escrow, from Lauri Management, 
Inc. (Grub Street Hermit); and then: 
 
Step II 
Full Service Dining, Inc. (Papa Vino’s) requests to transfer ownership of 1997 Class 
C licensed business with Dance Permit and Official Permit (Food) from 2875 Maple, 
LLC, and transfer location to Midtown Square Village Shopping Center, Troy, MI 48084, 
Oakland County; and requests a new Specially Designated Merchant (SDM) license. 
 
The Liquor Advisory Board recommended approval of this application at its February 
11th meeting. Present at that meeting to answer questions from the Board was Mr. John 
Carlin, Secretary/Attorney, Ovig Rajan and Gary Burch, Regional General Managers, 
and Mike Longley, Development Manager for Full Service Dining , Inc. All confirm 
transfer of escrowed Class C license for new construction free standing restaurant to be 
located at the corner of Coolidge and Maple Rd. in the Midtown Square Shopping 
Center. 
 
The police department’s background investigation of 2875 Maple, LLC, and Full Service 
Dining, Inc. and their Officers revealed no history of liquor violations or criminal activity.  
Consequently, we have no objection to these transfers. 
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The meeting was called to order at 7:28 p.m. by John Walker in Conference Room C.  
 
PRESENT: W. Stan Godlewski ABSENT: Dave Balagna 
 James Moseley  Max Ehlert 
 James Peard  Jennifer Gilbert 
 Thomas Sawyer   
 John Walker   
 Sergeant George Zielinski 

Lori Bluhm, City Attorney 
Lynn McDaniel, Clerk-Typist 

  

 
Moved by Sawyer, seconded by Godlewski, to EXCUSE the absent member(s).   
APPROVED unanimously 
 
Moved by Moseley, seconded by Sawyer, to APPROVE the minutes of the January 14, 
2002 meeting as printed.   
APPROVED unanimously 
 
AGENDA ITEMS: 
 
1.   7-ELEVEN, INC. (A TEXAS CORPORATION) requests a new Specially 

Designated Distributor (SDD) license, to be located at 2891 Crooks, Troy, 
Michigan, 48084, Oakland County, to be held in conjunction with existing 2001 
Specially Designated Merchant license. [MLCC REF#137558]  

 
Present to answer questions from the committee was Mr. Nisar Siddiqui, Franchise Owner 
and Mr. Harvey Blitz, Franchise Director and Assistant Secretary for 7-Eleven, Inc. 
 
Mr. Blitz and Mr. Siddiqui presented to the committee a package that contained a building 
blueprint and proposed floor plan of the location of the liquor counter. Also included were 
digital pictures taken of the liquor sales counter at the 7-11 located at Maple Road & 
Crooks that will be incorporated at their location. The committee viewed a “Come of Age” 
training video that 7-11 shows every new employee in their training classes. Three issues 
are discussed in the video: The Laws, Recognizing Behaviors, and Refusing a Sale.  Mr. 
Blitz stated that 7-11 believes in being good corporate citizens and upholding the liquor 
laws in the City of Troy. 
 
The committee thanked Mr. Blitz and Mr. Siddiqui for their outstanding documentation and 
presentation to the committee.  
 
Moved by Moseley, seconded by Sawyer, to APPROVE the above request. 
APPROVED unanimously 
 
 
 
 
 

2. FULL SERVICE DINING, INC. (AN INDIANA CORPORATION), Midtown Square 
Shopping Center, Troy, Michigan, 48084, Oakland County, requests to transfer 
ownership of a 1997 Class C licensed business (in escrow) with Dance Permit and 
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Official Permit (Food), from 2875 MAPLE, LLC; and requests a new SDM, and 
transfer location from 2875 W. Maple, Troy, Michigan, 48084, Oakland County 
(Step II), [MLCC Ref#140164] 

 
Old license from Grub Street Hermit –Bob Rosett. New Licensee-Papa Vino’s. 

  
Present to answer questions from the committee were Mr. John Carlin, attorney for Full 
Service Dining, Inc., Mr. Ovig Rajan, General Manager, Mr. Gary Birch, General Manager 
and Mr. Mike Longley, Development Manager for Papa Vino’s. 
 
Mr. Carlin stated that the Management staff hired for this location will have a Drug Alcohol 
Policy and will be taking the TIPS training before the restaurant opens. All employees will 
take the TIPS training before they will serve alcohol to patrons. The company has had only 
3 violations at all their locations. There will be a seasoned general manager hired to 
manage this new location, brought in from another Papa Vino’s. Mr. Rajan has 23 years 
experience in the restaurant business. He stated the general manager will be a hands-on 
manager from the time the restaurant opens. Mr. Birch stated that the restaurant will be 
open from 11AM-10PM weekdays and 11AM-11PM weekends. He stated that Papa 
Vino’s is a competitive family Italian restaurant and stressed that there will be no TV’s 
located in the bar to encourage patrons to stay and drink. The restaurant will comply with 
the Troy Liquor Advisory rules. Only 15% of sales is from liquor with 9% of those in wine 
sales. They do not plan on any outdoor dining.    
  
Moved by Moseley, seconded by Peard, to APPROVE the above request. 
APPROVED unanimously 
 
Ms. Lori Bluhm, City Attorney, reviewed and discussed the Liquor License Transfer Policy 
with members. She will continue to review the verbiage and get back with committee 
members.  The committee asked Ms. Bluhm if they should schedule a study session with 
City Council.  Ms. Bluhm agreed that it would be an excellent way to help the council know 
the direction of the Liquor Advisory Committee. 
 
Mr. John Walker has resigned from the Liquor Advisory Committee. Mr James Moseley 
and fellow committee members graciously expressed appreciation and heartfelt thanks to 
Mr. Walker for his many years of volunteer service to the City of Troy Liquor Advisory 
Committee.    
 
 
 
Moved by Peard, seconded by Godlewski, to ADJOURN the meeting at 8:35 p.m. 
APPROVED unanimously 
 
LM/lm 



 AGREEMENT REGARDING LIQUOR LICENSE REQUEST 
 
 
 This Agreement, made this ____ day of ____________, 200___, by and between the CITY OF 
TROY, MICHIGAN, a municipal corporation, with offices located at 500 W. Big Beaver Road, Troy, Michigan, 
48084, hereinafter known as THE CITY, and FULL SERVICE DINING, INC. (AN INDIANA CORPORATION), 
the Applicant, hereinafter known as APPLICANT. 
 

1. The City Council of the City of Troy, for and in consideration of the following covenants and 
conditions, agrees to recommend to the Michigan Liquor Control Commission Approval of the 
transfer of ownership of 1997 Class C licensed business (in escrow), from 2875 Maple LLC, to 
FULL SERVICE DINING, INC. (AN INDIANA CORPORATION); and add a new Specially 
Designated Merchant (SDM) license. [revised 01/08/02] 

2. In consideration of the City of Troy’s recommendation for approval of the transfer, the applicant 
hereby agrees that: 
a) It has read and is aware of the provisions of City of Troy Ordinances, Chapter No. 

68 and Chapter No. 98, and agrees that it shall be deemed to have knowledge of 
any subsequent amendments to said Chapters which may become effective during 
the term of this agreement. 

b) It has read and is in receipt of copies of the provisions of the City of Troy, City 
Council Resolution No. 93-1028, and agrees that it shall be deemed to have 
knowledge of any subsequent amendments to the Resolution which may become 
effective during the term of this agreement. 

c) It agrees to observe and comply with all laws, statutes, ordinances, rules, 
regulations or resolutions of the United States government, State of Michigan, and 
the City of Troy, or any department or agency of the governmental entities, as well 
as the rules and regulations of the Michigan Liquor Control Commission as they 
pertain to the operation of a liquor licensed business in the City of Troy.   

3.   Applicant agrees that the recommendation for Approval agreed upon by the City Council is not a 
property right and is approved upon the express and continuing condition that no violation as set 
forth in paragraph 2 of this agreement shall occur. 

4. Applicant agrees that the recommendation for Approval agreed upon by the City Council is 
approved upon the express and continuing condition that the physical characteristics (including 
but not limited to the inside layout, building design and engineering, seating capacity, parking 
space allocations, fire exits, and other physical attributes); and also the nature and type of 
business intended to be conducted remain virtually the same. 

5. Applicant agrees that upon such violation, after full investigation and an opportunity for said 
applicant to be heard, upon a finding by the City Council that a violation as set forth in 
paragraph 2 of this agreement has occurred, the City Council shall have just cause for 
revocation of said recommendation for approval. 

 
 
 
          
 _____________________________ 
 Authorized Representative 
 
 FULL SERVICE DINING, INC. (AN INDIANA CORPORATION) 
        
Witnesses:       
   
__________________________ 
 
 
__________________________ 
 
 
Subscribed and sworn to before me 
this _____ day of ___________ , 200___ 



 

 -2- 

 
______________________________________ 
 
Notary Public, __________________ 
County, _______________________ 
My commission expires: 
 
      CITY OF TROY 
 
      By:__________________________ 
               Matt Pryor, Mayor 
       
       
      By:__________________________ 
            Tonni Bartholomew, City Clerk 
Witnesses: 
 
___________________________ 
 
 
___________________________ 
 
 
Subscribed and sworn to before me 
this _____ day of ______________, 200___ 
 
________________________________________ 
 
Notary Public, Oakland 
County, Michigan 
My commission expires:  



Request from 2875 MAPLE LLC: (a) to transfer ownership of 1997 Class C 
licensed business with Dance Permit and Official Permit (Food), located in 
escrow at 2865 W. Maple, Troy, from LAURIE MANAGEMENT, INC. (GRUB 
STREET HERMIT) [MLCC REF#13894]; 

__ 

 
A copy of the Liquor Advisory Committee Minutes are located under Agenda Item __ 
 
(a) License Transfer 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2001- 
Moved by  
Seconded by  
 
RESOLVED, that the request from 2875 MAPLE, LLC, to transfer ownership of 1997 Class C 
licensed business with Dance Permit and Official Permit (Food), from LAURIE MANAGEMENT, 
LLC, be considered for approval. 
 
It is the consensus of this legislative body that the application be recommended for issuance. 
 
Yes:  
No:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



Request from FULL SERVICE DINING, INC.: (a) to transfer ownership of 1997 
Class C licensed business with Dance Permit and Official Permit (Food), from 
2875 Maple, LLC, and transfer location to Midtown Square Shopping Center, 
Troy, MI 48084, Oakland County; and add new SDM license [MLCC REF#140164]; 
(b) Approval of Agreement 

__ 

 
A copy of the Liquor Advisory Committee Minutes are located under Agenda Item __ 
 
(a) License Transfer 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2001- 
Moved by  
Seconded by  
 
RESOLVED, that the request from Full Service Dining, Inc., to transfer ownership of 1997 
Class C licensed business with Dance Permit and Official Permit (Food), from 2875 Maple, 
LLC, and transfer location to Midtown Square Shopping Center, and add new SDM, be 
considered for approval. 
 
It is the consensus of this legislative body that the application be recommended for issuance. 
 
Yes:  
No:  
 
 
(b) Agreement 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2001- 
Moved by  
Seconded by  
 
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Troy deems it necessary to enter agreements with 
applicants for liquor licenses for the purpose of providing civil remedies to the City of Troy in 
the event licensees fail to adhere to Troy Codes and Ordinances; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of Troy hereby 
approves an agreement with Full Service Dining, Inc., which shall become effective upon 
approval of the transfer ownership of 1997 Class C licensed business with Dance Permit and 
Official Permit (Food), from 2875 Maple, LLC, and transfer location to Midtown Square 
Shopping Center, and add new SDM; and the Mayor and City Clerk are authorized to execute 
the document, a copy of which shall be attached to the original minutes of this meeting. 
 
Yes:  
No:  
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(2) The fees provided in this act for the various types of licenses shall not be prorated for a
portion of the effective period of the license.
History: 1998, Act 58, Imd. Eff. Apr. 14, 1998.

436.1527 Special license for nonprofit charitable organization; issuance;
nontransferable; fee; auction.
Sec. 527. (1) The commission may issue a special license to a nonprofit charitable organization
that is exempt from the payment of taxes under the internal revenue code for the purpose of
allowing the organization to sell, at auction, wine donated to the organization.
(2) A special license issued pursuant to subsection (1) is not transferable. The organization
applying for the special license shall pay the fee required under section 525(1)(r).
(3) An auction permitted under subsection (1) may occur upon premises which are otherwise
licensed under this act to allow the sale of alcoholic liquor for consumption on the licensed
premises.
History: 1998, Act 58, Imd. Eff. Apr. 14, 1998.

436.1529 Transfer of license or interest in license; notice of transfer of stock in licensed
corporation or licensed limited partnership; investigation to ensure compliance;
approval; transfer fee; inspection fee.
Sec. 529. (1) A license or an interest in a license shall not be transferred from 1 person to
another without the prior approval of the commission. For purposes of this section, the transfer
in the aggregate to another person during any single licensing year of more than 10% of the
outstanding stock of a licensed corporation or more than 10% of the total interest in a licensed
limited partnership shall be considered to be a transfer requiring the prior approval of the
commission.
(2) Not later than July 1 of each year, each privately held licensed corporation and each
licensed limited partnership shall notify the commission as to whether any of the shares of stock
in the corporation, or interest in the limited partnership, have been transferred during the
preceding licensing year. The commission may investigate the transfer of any number of shares
of stock in a licensed corporation, or any amount of interest in a licensed limited partnership, for
the purpose of ensuring compliance with this act and the rules promulgated under this act.
(3) Except as otherwise provided in subdivisions (a) through (f), upon approval by the
commission of a transfer subject to subsection (1), there shall be paid to the commission a
transfer fee equal to the fee provided in this act for the class of license being transferred. A
transfer fee shall not be prorated for a portion of the effective period of the license. If a person
holding more than 1 license or more than 1 interest in a license at more than 1 location, but in
the name of a single legal entity, transfers all of the licenses or interests in licenses
simultaneously to another single legal entity, the transfers shall be considered 1 transfer for
purposes of determining a transfer fee, payable in an amount equal to the highest license fee
provided in this act for any of the licenses, or interests in licenses, being transferred. A transfer
fee shall not be required in regard to any of the following:
(a) The transfer, in the aggregate, of less than 50% of the outstanding shares of stock in a
licensed corporation or less than 50% of the total interest in a licensed limited partnership
during any licensing year.
(b) The exchange of the assets of a licensed sole proprietorship, licensed general partnership,
or licensed limited partnership for all outstanding shares of stock in a corporation in which either
the sole proprietor, all members of the general partnership, or all members of the limited

George Zielinski

George Zielinski
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partnership are the only stockholders of that corporation. An exchange under this subdivision
shall not be considered an application for a license for the purposes of section 501.
(c) The transfer of the interest in a licensed business of a deceased licensee, a deceased
stockholder, or a deceased member of a general or limited partnership to the deceased
person's spouse or children.
(d) The removal of a member of a firm, a stockholder, a member of a general partnership or
limited partnership, or association of licensees from a license.
(e) The addition to a license of the spouse, son, daughter, or parent of any of the following:
(i) A licensed sole proprietor.
(ii) A stockholder in a licensed corporation.
(iii) A member of a licensed general partnership, licensed limited partnership, or other licensed
association.
(f) The occurrence of any of the following events:
(i) A corporate stock split of a licensed corporation.
(ii) The issuance to a stockholder of a licensed corporation of previously unissued stock as
compensation for services performed.
(iii) The redemption by a licensed corporation of its own stock.
(4) A nonrefundable inspection fee of $70.00 shall be paid to the commission by an applicant or
licensee at the time of filing any of the following:
(a) An application for a new license or permit.
(b) A request for approval of a transfer of ownership or location of a license.
(c) A request for approval to increase or decrease the size of the licensed premises, or to add a
bar.
(d) A request for approval of the transfer in any licensing year of any of the shares of stock in a
licensed corporation from 1 person to another, or any part of the total interest in a licensed
limited partnership from 1 person to another.
(5) An inspection fee shall be returned to the person by whom it was paid if the purpose of the
inspection was to inspect the physical premises of the licensee, and the inspection was not
actually conducted. An inspection fee shall not be required for any of the following:
(a) The issuance or transfer of a special license, salesperson license, limited alcohol buyer
license, corporate salesperson license, hospital permit, military permit, or Sunday sale of spirits
permit.
(b) The issuance of a new permit, or the transfer of an existing permit, if the permit is issued or
transferred simultaneously with the issuance or transfer of a license or an interest in a license.
(c) The issuance of authorized but previously unissued corporate stock to an existing
stockholder of a licensed corporation.
(d) The transfer from a corporation to an existing stockholder of any of the corporation's stock
that is owned by the corporation itself.
(6) All inspection fees collected under this section shall be deposited in the special fund in
section 543 for carrying out of the licensing and enforcement provisions of this act.
History: 1998, Act 58, Imd. Eff. Apr. 14, 1998.

436.1531 Public licenses and resort licenses; on-premise escrowed licenses; limitations
and quotas; additional licenses for certain establishments; license for certain events at
public university; economic development factors; exceptions as to certain veterans and
airports; special state census of local governmental unit; rules; availability of
transferable licenses held in escrow; on-premise escrowed or quota license; issuance of
available licenses; hotels; definitions.



(d) Allow the sale, possession, or consumption on the licensed premises of any controlled substances that are
prohibited by Act No. 368 of the Public Acts of 1978, as amended, being §333.1101 et seq. of the Michigan
Compiled Laws.
(e) Allow narcotics paraphernalia to be used, stored, exchanged, or sold on the licensed premises.
(6) A retail licensee shall not sell any alcoholic liquor off the licensed premises except as follows:
(a) An on-premises licensee may provide out-of-doors service if done in accord with the provisions of R 436.1419.
(b) An off-premises licensee may deliver a pre-ordered quantity of alcoholic liquor to a customer; however, a
delivery shall not be made to any customer on the campus of any 2- or 4-year college or university, unless the
customer is licensed by the commission.
(c) An off-premises licensee may provide out-of-doors service if done in accord with the provisions of R 436.1521.
History: 1979 ACS 4, Eff. Feb. 3, 1981; 1979 ACS 16, Eff. Nov. 15, 1983; 1985 12, Eff. Jan. 1, 1986; 1994 MR 12,
Eff. Dec. 16, 1995.

R 436.1013 Gambling and gambling devices prohibited.
Rule 13. (1) A licensee shall not allow unlawful gambling on the licensed premises.
(2) A licensee shall not allow any gambling devices on the licensed premises which are prohibited by the statutes of
this state.
History: 1979 ACS 4, Eff. Feb. 3, 1981.

R 436.1015 Display of license and permit.
Rule 15. (1) Licenses issued by the commission shall be signed by the licensee, shall be framed under a transparent
material, and shall be prominently displayed in the licensed premises.
(2) Permits issued by the commission to a licensee shall be framed under a transparent material and shall be
prominently displayed in the licensed premises adjacent to the liquor license.
History: 1979 ACS 4, Eff. Feb. 3, 1981.

R 436.1017 Prohibited sales of alcoholic liquor.
Rule 17. (1) A licensee shall not sell, offer or keep for sale, furnish, possess, or allow a customer to consume,
alcoholic liquor which is not authorized by the license issued to the licensee by the commission.
(2) A licensee shall not knowingly sell or furnish alcoholic liquor to a person who maintains, operates, or leases premises which
are not licensed by the commission and upon which other persons unlawfully engage in the sale or consumption of alcoholic
liquor for a fee or other valuable consideration.
History: 1979 ACS 4, Eff. Feb. 3, 1981.

R 436.1019 Contests.
Rule 19. A licensee shall not participate in or sponsor any contest that requires the use or consumption of alcoholic liquor or
features alcoholic liquor as a prize in connection with a contest.
History: 1979 ACS 4, Eff. Feb. 3, 1981.

R 436.1021 Sale to licensed truck driver salesman.
Rule 21. A licensee shall not knowingly sell, give, or furnish alcoholic liquor to a licensed truck driver salesman who is
employed by a licensee while the truck driver is on duty or in the course of employment.
History: 1979 ACS 4, Eff. Feb. 3, 1981.

R 436.1023 Sale or transfer of license; transfer of location; alteration of premises; lease, sale or transfer of premises.
Rule 23. (1) A licensee shall not sell or transfer an interest in a business licensed by the commission without the prior written
approval of the commission.
(2) A licensee shall not transfer the location of the licensed premises without the prior written approval of the commission.
(3) A licensee shall not, without the prior written approval of the commission, do any of the following:
(a) Make an alteration in the size of the physical structure of the licensed premises.
(b) Add or drop any space to or from the physical structure of the licensed premises.
(c) Install any additional bars, if the licensee holds a class C or B hotel license.
(4) A licensee shall not lease, sell, or transfer possession of a portion of the licensed premises without the prior written approval
of the commission.
History: 1979 ACS 4, Eff. Feb. 3, 1981.

R 436.1025 Storing of alcoholic liquor.

City of Troy
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RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TROY WAIVING 
JURISDICTION OF THE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION OF 
THE CITY OF TROY UNDER THE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
CORPORATIONS ACT          
 
WHEREAS, Artinian, Inc., a Michigan Corporation, Bosco’s Pizza Co., desires to 
acquire, renovate and equip an existing manufacturing facility in the City of Troy; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Company is interested in pursuing the issuance of tax-exempt revenue 
bonds through The Economic Development Corporation (EDC) of the County of Oakland 
as a means of financing its proposed Project and has filed an application for financing 
assistance with the Oakland County EDC; and 
 
WHEREAS, The Oakland County EDC is currently active in assisting qualifying non-
governmental organizations through the entire process if issuing Bonds; and 
 
WHEREAS, Act 338 of the Michigan Public Acts of 1974, as amended, The Economic 
Development Corporations Act requires a waiver of jurisdiction by the governing body of 
any municipality in which a project to be financed under the EDC Act is located if that 
municipality has an economic development corporation and the financing is to be 
undertaken by a different economic development corporation; and 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that pursuant to the EDC ACT, the City Council of 
the City of Troy hereby APPROVES the aforementioned waiver of jurisdiction with 
respect to the Company’s Project to allow the Oakland County EDC jurisdiction with 
respect to the Company’s Project to allow Oakland County EDC jurisdiction to issue 
Bonds therefore. 
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BOARDS AND COMMITTEES VACANCIES 
 
 
The appointment of new members to all of the listed board and committee vacancies will require only 
one motion and vote by City Council.  Council members submit recommendations for appointment. 
When the number of submitted names exceed the number of positions to be filled, a separate motion 
and roll call vote will be required (current process of appointing).  Any board or commission with 
remaining vacancies will automatically be carried over to the next Regular City Council Meeting 
Agenda.  
 
The following boards and committees have expiring terms and/or vacancies. Bold red lines indicate 
the number of appointments required: 
 
 

Advisory Committee for Persons with Disabilities  
Appointed by Council (9)- 3 years

  Term expires11-1-2003 (Alternate) 

PHONE NAME ADDRESS  TERM EXPIRES 
828-1967H 

313-577-1435B 
Susan Burt (Alternate) 1060 Glaser, 98 Nov. 1, 2003

689-1457 Angela Done 2304 Academy, 83 Nov. 1, 2002
740-8983 Nancy Johnson 1461 Lamb, 98  Nov. 1, 2003
813-9575 

258-2500B 
Leonard Bertin 5353 Rochester, 98 Nov. 1, 2002

433-1348 Diane Kasunic (Alternate) 
Resigned 

3036 Oakhill, 84 Nov. 1, 2003

641-7764 
313-496-2686B 

Dick Kuschinsky 5968 Whitfield, 98 Nov. 1, 2004

680-1233 Theodora House 301 Belhaven, 98 Nov. 1, 2003
641-3860 Sharon Lu (Student) 1749 Freemont, 98 July 1, 2002
952-0484 Jerry Ong (Student) 1903 Fleetwood, 98 July 1, 2002
524-9160 Dorothy Ann Pietron 1716 Eldridge, 83 Nov. 1, 2004
641-9538 John J. Rodgers 5925 Whitfield, 98 Nov. 1, 2003
362-0671 Cynthia Buchanan 

 
840 Huntsford, 84 Nov. 1, 2004

680-0325 Kul B. Gauri 5305 Greendale, 98 Nov. 1, 2002
952-5555H 

810-986-3191B 
Jayshree Shah (Alternate) 4053 Drexel, 84 Nov. 1, 2003

 
Diane Kasunic has resigned. 
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 Historic District Commission  
  Appointed by Council  (7)- 3 years

 
 Term expires 3-01-2005 
 
 Term expires 3-01-2005 
 
 Term expires 3-01-2004 
 

PHONE NAME ADDRESS (Voters) TERM EXPIRES 
879-9494H 
366-1224B 

Marjorie A. Biglin 5863 Cliffside, 98 March 1, 2004

689-7031 Kevin Danielson 210 Paragon, 98 May 15, 2003
619-7119H 
362-2888B 

David J. Eisenbacher 1863 Lakewood, 83 March 1, 2002
 

645-2187H Paul C. Lin 1599 Witherbee, 84 May 15, 2003
828-0618 William G. Martin, Ch. 

(Resigned) 
138 E. Square Lake, 98 March 1, 2004

524-1874H Jacques O. Nixon 1035 Milverton, 83 March 1, 2002
689-0516 Dorothy Scott 129 Belhaven, 98  May 15, 2003

Mr. Martin has resigned effective 10/21/01. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
  
 

Library Committee 
Appointed by Council  (5) - 3 years

 
 Term expires 7-01-2002 (Student) 
 

PHONE NAME ADDRESS (Voters) TERM EXPIRES 
643-7152H 

313-226-8614B 
David Cloyd 1737 Chatham Dr., 84 Apr. 30, 2003

689-6735 Margaret Gaffney 2467 London, 98 Apr. 30, 2002
641-0248 Michael Gladysz (Student) 4633 Riverchase, 98 Dec. 31, 2001
689-2623 Lynne R. Gregory 2244 Niagara, 83 Apr. 30, 2004
879-8045 Fern Nelsen 2567 Coral, 98 Apr. 30, 2002
641-8511 Nancy D. Wheeler, Pres. 5355 Beach, 98 Apr. 30, 2004
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Liquor Committee 
Appointed by Council  (7) - 3 years

 
 Term expires 7-01-2002 (Student) 
 
 Unexpired term ending 1-31-03 
 

PHONE NAME ADDRESS (Voters) TERM EXPIRES 
879-0817H 
689-5900W 

Max K. Ehlert 6614 Northpoint, 98 Jan. 31, 2005

689-4614H 
810 575-2648B 

W. S. Godlewski 2784 Whitehall, 48098  Jan. 31, 2005

828-7436 James C. Moseley 1687 White Birch Ct.,98 Jan. 31, 2003
689-8092 James R. Peard 4549 Post, 98 Jan. 31, 2003

642-1887H 
647-9099W 

Thomas G. Sawyer, Jr., Ch. 895 Norwich, PO 99236,Troy 
48099 

Jan. 31, 2003

649-7480 David J. Balagna 1822 Wilmet, 98 Jan. 31, 2003
689-1099 John J. Walker (Resigned) 94 Evaline, 98 Jan. 31, 2003
641-8432 Jennifer Gilbert (Student) 4808 Rivers Edge, 98 July 1, 2001
524-3477 Capt. Dane Slater Police Department (Ex-officio)

Mr. Walker has resigned 
 

Planning Commission  
Mayor, Approved by Council (9) - 3 years

 Term expires 12-31-2004 

PHONE NAME ADDRESS (Voters) TERM EXPIRES 
524-9850 Gary G. Chamberlain 4850 Alton, 98  Dec. 31, 2002
689-1849 Jordan C. Keoleian 

(Student) 
3709 Kings Point Dr, 83 July 01, 2002

952-5588 H 
435-1712 B 

Dennis A. Kramer 1903 Spiceway, 98 Dec. 31, 2003

879-8877H 
649-1150B 

Larry Littman 6867 Killarney, 98  Dec. 31, 2004

528-3848 Cynthia Pennington 
 

1924 Westwood, 83 Dec. 31, 2002

689-3722 James E. Reece, Jr. 2915 Hill, 98 Dec. 31, 2001
524-2285 James H. Starr 2643 Arrowhead, 83  Dec. 31, 2002
879-8529 Walter A. Storrs, III 5676 Martell, 98 Dec. 31, 2003
642-9737 David T. Waller 2921 Townhill, 84 Dec. 31, 2003

641-7115 H 
775-7710 B 

Wayne C. Wright 2525 Homewood, 98  Dec. 31, 2004

 
Mr. Reece wishes to be reappointed. 
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Traffic Committee 

 Appointed by Council  (7) – 3 years

 Term expires 7-01-2002 (Student) 
 

PHONE NAME ADDRESS (Voters) TERM EXPIRES 
649-2319 David Allen (Student) 3755 Ledge Ct., 84 July 01, 2001
879-0103 John Diefenbaker 5697 Wright, 98 Jan. 31, 2003

879-0250H 
663-5055B 

Eric S Grinnell 406 E Square Lake, 84 
MAIL TO: 
PO Box 99417 
Troy MI 48099 

Jan. 31, 2003

689-1223 Lawrence Halsey 663 Vanderpool, 83 Jan. 31, 2003
689-9401H 

(313)665-4284B 
Jan L. Hubbell 1080 Glaser, 98 Jan. 31, 2005

524-1595 Richard A. Kilmer 62 Hickory, 83 Jan. 31, 2005
362-2128H 
827-2359B 

Robert M. Schultz 883 Kirts Blvd., 84 Jan. 31, 2005

524-9062H 
689-2920B 

Charles A. Solis, Ch. 1866 Crimson, 83 Jan. 31, 2003

524-3379 John Abraham  Traffic Engineer (Ex-officio)
524-3443 Charles Craft Police Chief (Ex-officio)
524-3419 William Nelson  Fire Chief (Ex-officio)

 



 

PC02M.006 

Date: February 19, 2002 

 

To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
From: John Szerlag, City Manager 

Peggy E. Clifton, Human Resources Director 
Re: Contract Ratification – Michigan Association of Police (MAP Clerical and Non-Sworn 

Police Personnel) 

RECOMMENDATION 

City Administration supports and recommends approval of the tentative agreement for a 
three-year collective bargaining agreement between the City of Troy and the Michigan 
Association of Police (MAP Clerical and Non-Sworn Police Personnel). 

 

BACKGROUND 

On Monday, February 11, 2002, the MAP bargaining unit ratified a tentative agreement for a 
three-year collective bargaining agreement between the City of Troy and MAP.  This 
Agreement will replace the contract that expired June 30, 2001. 

This agreement is the 5th collective bargaining agreement to be achieved using the Interest-
Based Bargaining method.  This is the technique in which both sides discuss possible 
solutions to “issues” rather than holding to “positions” or “demands”.  This agreement with 
the MAP provides a mutually satisfactory solution to the issues raised by both parties in 
negotiations, and serves to bring more consistency in benefits among employee groups, 
consistent with our stated goal.  A summary of the tentative agreement is attached for your 
review. 
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TENTATIVE AGREEMENT SUMMARY 
City of Troy and MAP 

2001-2004 Collective Bargaining Agreement 
 
 
ISSUE    SOLUTION 
 
Wages    a. Replace Data Processing Clerk with Account Clerk; move   
    Account Clerk wages to level of Data Processing Clerk 

b. Roll in $600 to base salary of Clerk-Typist, and $1,250 to base 
salary of Secretary classifications 

c. Roll in $        to base salary of PSA, and $     to base salary of Animal 
Control Officer classifications 

d. Increase wages across the board as follows: 
(1) 7/1/01: Account Clerk: 2.0% 

   All other clerical classifications: 3.0% 
   PSA and Animal Control Officers:  
 (2)  7/1/02: Account Clerk 2.0% 
   All other clerical classifications: 4.0% 
   PSA and Animal Control Officers:  
 (3)  7/1/03: Account Clerk: 2.0% 
   All other clerical classifications: 3.0% 
   PSA and Animal Control Officers:  
e. Add Account Clerk II classification with the following salary levels: 

7/1/01 $33,870 
7/1/02 $34,920 
7/1/03 $36,000 

 
 
Retirement Increase amount of retiree health insurance paid by the city to 4% per 

year of credited service, or $400, whichever is greater. 
 
Hospitalization/Medical Insur.  

a. The parties agree to participate in a Health Committee comprised of 
representatives from all employee groups to review current health 
insurance plans and make recommendations to further the goal of 
reducing the number of plans in place. 

b. Replace current coverage to that which is provided to Classified 
employees 

c. Increase amount of premium cost unilaterally paid by the city to $700 
per month; future changes to the cap for Classified employees will 
apply to this unit. 

d. Employer to pay 50% of the cost of dependent care coverage 
e. Employees who opt out of health insurance receive the cash value of 

the single rate average. 
f. Change effective dates to reflect proper dates  

 
 
Shift Premium Add $.25 premium for afternoon shift, and $.35 premium for midnight shift 
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Uniform/Cleaning Allowance  

a. Increase uniform allowance from to $450 for all classifications 
effective 7/1/01; increase to $500 effective 7/1/02.  

b. Increase cleaning allowance to $250 effective 7/1/01; increase to 
$300 effective 7/1/02.  

 
Life Insurance   Increase minimum amount to $14,000. 
 
Funeral Leave    Change “4 days” to “40 hours” 
 
Personal Business Time  No time deducted from sick leave bank. 
 
Vacation Leave 40 hours of the accrued leave must be taken in the year following the year 

accrued; any balance if paid off. 
 
Disability Insurance  Long-term insurance limited to 5 years in the case of    
   non-duty disability; City agrees to be advocate for employee    
  in the event insurance co. physician disagrees with both the city    
 and employee’s designated physicians. 
 
Work-related Injury  Employee will be credited with the first 5 days charged to leave time   
   (instead of 3 days) 
 
Longevity   Eliminate percentages to show only the maximum amount  
 
Overtime   Double time applies to employee’s 7th day, not just Sunday. 
 
Seniority   Define probationary period as 12 mos. from date of    
   being sworn in as a Troy Police Officer 
 
Direct Deposit   Required for new employees; current employees must    

  enroll within 3 mos. of date of ratification. 

Language Changes  Clarify that in Article XVII the terms “job” and “shift” have the same  
   meaning 





February 21, 2002 
 
 
 

TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
   Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
 
SUBJECT: Change Order to Contract with Redstone Architects, Inc.   
 for Preparation of Alternative Site Plans for the 
 Police/Fire Administration Building Addition 
     
 
On September 10, 2001 City Council approved a contract with Redstone 
Architects, Inc. in the amount of $11,500 for preparation of alternative site plans 
for the Police/Fire Administration Building addition (Resolution #2001-09-455, copy 
attached). 
 
Attached is a request from the architect for a change order in the amount of 
$3,255.70 for work performed by the civil engineering consultant that is beyond 
the scope of the original contract. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
GAS/mr\2002\Council Memos\022102_M&CC re Change Order to Redstone Architects 
 
c: John M. Lamerato, Assistant City Manager/Finance & Administration 
 Charles Craft, Police Chief 
 Gary Mayer, Captain 
 William Nelson, Fire Chief 







February 21, 2002 
 
 
 
 
To:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
 
From:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 

Carol K. Anderson, Parks and Recreation Director 
 
 
Subject: Community Center Ribbon Cutting/Dedication 
 
 
Community Center Dedication 
The opening of the phase 1 of Troy Community Center is approaching.  A ribbon 
cutting/dedication ceremony is being planned for Monday, March 25, 10:00 am.  
This is anticipated to be the first day the facility will be open to the public.  If this 
date and time is not conducive for all city council members, a dedication will be 
held at a later date. 

 
A community-wide open house is scheduled for Saturday, April 6, 2002. 
 



February 25, 2002 
 
To:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  John Lamerato, Asst. City Manager/Finance 
  Jeanette Bennett, Director of Purchasing 
  Cindy Stewart, Community Affairs Director 
 
Subject: Purchase of Camera Equipment for Council Conference Room 
 
RECOMMANDATION: 
 
Council approved authorization to expend approximately $96,100 to renovate an area 
from the vacated court space to be used for City Council Study Sessions.  The final 
phase of the renovation would have cable televising capability and presentation 
equipment.  This equipment will provide the Management Staff and City Council a 
permanent facility to handle study sessions and other group presentations taking full 
advantage of current technology.  Since the equipment is identical to that which was 
installed in the Council Chambers, Thalner would still be the low bidder.  A big 
advantage to go with Thalner is this company already installed the Council Chamber 
system and will be better equipped to tie both remote systems into our control room.  
They would also be the only company responsible for training and repairs to the 
complete system.    
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
In November 2001, City Council approved and authorized expenditures in the amount of 
$96,100 to complete the next phase of renovation resulting from use of the vacated 
court space.  This second floor conference room would include large conference table 
donated by Kmart Corporation, credenza, computer stand, storage units, 14 leather 
chairs, spectator and staff seating, three camera remote system, and audiovisual 
presentation equipment.  Building Operations staff will complete all remodeling including 
painting, carpet installation and base cove installation. In March of 2001, bids were 
received for the purchase of a remote camera system for the City Council Chambers.   
That bid was awarded to Thalner Electronic Laboratories on the basis of their low bid of 
$66,992.    
 
BUDGET: 
 
Total Estimated Award:  $46,080 
Budget:    $  
Account Number:       
 
 
 
 





CITY OF TROY SBP 01-02
Opening Date -- 3/22/01 BID TABULATION Pg 1 of 2
Date Prepared -- 4/10/01 REMOTE CAMERA SYSTEM

VENDOR NAME: **

Check # #877551467
Amount 2,500.00$       2,500.00$       2,500.00$       

PROPOSAL -- TO FURNISH AND INSTALL ONE (1)  REMOTE CAMERA SYSTEM FOR COUNCIL CHAMBERS
OPTION 1: ALL NECESSARY EQUIPMENT AND ACCESSORIES, INCLUDING ALL NECESSARY ITEMS TO OPERATE

COMPLETE FOR THE SUM OF: $ 66,430.88       $ 69,647.52       $ 73,473.00       

EQUIPMENT LIST: Attached XX XX XX
Not Attached

NON-LISTED EQUIPMENT:
Attached XX XX XX
Not Attached

GRAND TOTAL: ** 66,430.88$     69,647.52$     73,473.00$     
OPTIONAL:
MAINTENANCE CONTRACT ==>

2002 YEAR 1 $ 6,389.50         $ 4,000.00         
2003 YEAR 2 DETERMINED, ONCE THE $ 7,667.40         $ 5,000.00         
2004 YEAR 3 EQUIPMENT LIST IS FINALIZED $ 8,945.30         $ 6,000.00         

SITE INSPECTION: Visited site on 1/23/01 3/8/01 3/9/01
Did not visit site

INSURANCE: Can Meet XX BLANK XX
Cannot Meet

COMPLETION SCHEDULE: 30 Working Days 30 Working Days 60 Working Days

SERVICE INFORMATION: 7235 JACKSON 21133 BRIDGE 27280 HAGGERTY STE C2
Location: ANN ARBOR MICHIGAN SOUTHFIELD MICHIGAN FARMINGTON HILLS

TERMS: NET 30 DAYS 15 DAYS NET 30 DAYS

WARRANTY: ONE YEAR ONE YEAR MFG

EXCEPTIONS: BLANK BLANK ATTACHED
NO BIDS: TERMS/CONDITIONS ARE TO BID
  HJB Distributors ATTACHED TO BID

  Midwest Visual Communications
  Detection Systems & Engineering ** DENOTES LOW BIDDER
  Data Image Systems
  Video Systems Service

ATTEST:
  Flo Forton
  Jeff Verhoef ___________________________
  Cindy Stewart Jeanette Bennett
  Linda Bockstanz Purchasing Director
G:\REMOTE CAMERA SYSTEM 01-02

THALNER
ELECTRONIC LAB

ROSCORBLUE WATER
TECH INC

#2359065

EXTENDED WARRANTY TO BE

#198103152-6

RECOMMEND REJECTION



CITY OF TROY SBP 01-02
Opening Date -- 3/22/01 BID TABULATION Pg 2 of 2
Date Prepared -- 4/10/01 REMOTE CAMERA SYSTEM

VENDOR NAME:

Check # #475558
Amount 2,500.00$       2,500.00$       2,500.00$       

PROPOSAL -- TO FURNISH AND INSTALL ONE (1)  REMOTE CAMERA SYSTEM FOR COUNCIL CHAMBERS
OPTION 1: ALL NECESSARY EQUIPMENT AND ACCESSORIES, INCLUDING ALL NECESSARY ITEMS TO OPERATE

COMPLETE FOR THE SUM OF: $ 96,152.00       

EQUIPMENT LIST: Attached
Not Attached

NON-LISTED EQUIPMENT:
Attached XX
Not Attached

GRAND TOTAL: 96,152.00$     
OPTIONAL:
MAINTENANCE CONTRACT ==>

2002 YEAR 1 $ 9,500.00         
2003 YEAR 2 BLANK
2004 YEAR 3 BLANK

SITE INSPECTION: Visited site on 3/13/01
Did not visit site

INSURANCE: Can Meet XX
Cannot Meet

COMPLETION SCHEDULE:

SERVICE INFORMATION: 37300 DEQUINDRE STE 102
Location: STERLING HEIGHTS MI

TERMS: BLANK

WARRANTY: BLANK

EXCEPTIONS: BLANK

G:\REMOTE CAMERA SYSTEM 01-02

RECOMMEND REJECTION

25 WORKING DAYS

SLIPPED DISK
INC

XX





February 25, 2002 
 
 
TO:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager  
  Gary A. Shripka, Asst. City Manager/Services 
  Steven J. Vandette, City Engineer 
  John K. Abraham, Traffic Engineer 
 
SUBJECT:   Traffic Committee Recommendations 
 
At the Traffic Committee meeting of February 20, 2002, the following recommendations 
were made for City Council approval: 
 
1. Recommend not restricting parking on Niagara between John R and Eagle Drive 

(Item 4). 
 
2. Recommend no changes at Kirts and Troy Center (Item 5). 
 
3. Recommend no changes on Lanergan, west of Adams (Item 6). 
 
 
 
 
 
JKA/ln 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Traffic Committee\02-02-20  TC Recommendations.doc 
 
 



DRAFT 
 
The Traffic Committee meeting was called to order at 7:30 p.m. in the Lower Level 
Conference Room at Troy City Hall on February 20, 2002 by Charles Solis. 
 
 PRESENT: Eric Grinnell (arrived at 7:33) 

Ted Halsey 
Jan Hubbell 
Richard Kilmer 
Charles Solis 

 
ABSENT: John Diefenbaker 
  Robert Schultz 
 

Also present:  Lt. Robert Redmond, Troy Police Department 
   Lt. Robert Matlick, Troy Fire Department 
   John Abraham, Traffic Engineer 
 
and Item 4  Daniel Wong, 3400 Eagle 

John Fragnoli, 3455 Eagle 
   Curtis Haggerty, 3452 Colwell 
 

Item 5  Arthur Barsamian, 1215-C Kirts 
  Charles Hanssen, 1183-C Kirts 
  Gloria LaDue, 1097-D Kirts 
  Barbara Plotkin, 958 Kirts 
  Barbara Rausch, 1227-D Kirts 
 
and  Dale Zygnowicz, 6370 Elmoor 

 
2. Minutes – January 16, 2002 
 
Motion by Kilmer 
Supported by Halsey 
 
To approve the January 16, 2002 minutes as printed. 
 
YEAS:  5 
 
NAYS:  0 
 
ABSENT: 2 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
3. Visitors’ Time - (Items not on the Agenda) 
 
No one appeared to address any items not on the agenda. 
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Motion to Excuse 

 
Motion by Halsey 
Supported by Hubbell 
 
To excuse Mr. Diefenbaker and Mr. Schultz. 
 
YEAS:  5 
 
NAYS:  0 
 
ABSENT: 2 
 
4. Install NO PARKING Signs on Niagara between John R and the first STOP sign 

to the east, at Eagle Drive 
 
 Mr. Daniel Wong, 3400 Eagle Drive, requests installation NO PARKING signs on both 

sides of Niagara, between John R and Eagle.  He says that Niagara is a heavily 
traveled street and if there are vehicles parked on one side, it is very hard to 
maneuver through the area.  Following are Mr. Wong's concerns: 

 
 1. That particular stretch of street is the main through street to John R Road. 
 
 2. Traffic has always been busy at the intersection and is getting busier because 

of new house construction in the sub. 
 
 3. Cars parked on the even side further narrow the road on that stretch of street 

and tends to obstruct the traffic to and from John R, posing danger to 
motorists particularly at dark. 

 
 4. There are ample street parking spaces on the side streets of Niagara where 

affected property owners can park their cars. 
 
 5. Cars are often backed up on Niagara waiting for the stoplight on John R to turn 

green, further narrowing the street. 
 
 6. In winter, snow further narrows the road and makes it even more dangerous 

with cars parked on that stretch of street. 
 
 Mr. Wong attended the meeting and reiterated the above concerns.  He also 

suggested widening Niagara at John R to construct two lanes for egress—one for left 
turns and one for right turns. 

 
 Curtis Haggerty, who lives at the corner of Colwell and Niagara, says the block in 

question has 14 homes and 26 cars, therefore, the residents need street parking.  It 
would be very inconvenient to have guests park on other streets.  He agrees that 
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there is a problem with traffic backing up on Niagara at the John R signal in the 
morning.  The green signal is so short that usually only three cars can turn.  Although 
Niagara is a two-lane road, left turners often squeeze to the left to allow right turners 
to proceed onto John R, thereby restricting room for cars turning onto Niagara from 
John R. 
 

 John Fragnoli of 3455 Eagle, agrees that restricting parking would be extremely 
inconvenient.  He has elderly guests who would have to walk too far if they were 
required to park on the next block.  He feels that part of the problem is that motorists 
take the corner too fast, as evidenced by tire tracks on the edge of his yard. 

 
 Mr. Halsey suggested that giving the signal more green time for Niagara might 

alleviate the traffic backup concern.  The Traffic Engineer will request that the Road 
Commission for Oakland County look into the operations of this signal, and he also 
reminded the Committee that traffic volume on John R is probably 20 times that on 
Niagara, which would be a factor is designing green time for the signal. 

 
 Attached are letters from Savvas Kyriacou, 2036 Niagara, and Joanne Jaworski, 

2065 Niagara, both opposed to the proposed parking restrictions. 
 
Motion by Kilmer 
Supported by Hubbell 
 
To recommend no changes. 
 
YEAS:  5 
 
NAYS:  0 
 
ABSENT: 2 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
Mr. Kilmer requested that Dr. Abraham investigate the possibility of changing the signal 
timing. 
 
5. Restrict Left Turns from Troy Center onto Kirts Boulevard 
 

Bob Schultz of 883 Kirts requested that the Engineering Department look into some 
reconfiguration of the intersection of Troy Center and Kirts. 
 
Both Troy Center Drive and Kirts are boulevarded street with medians.  At the 
intersection of the two streets, the medians are open, thus allowing direct left turn 
movements from both streets.  Kirts is a secondary thoroughfare in the City with a 
speed limit of 40 miles per hour, carrying around 11,000 vehicles per day in this 
section.  Troy Center runs off Big Beaver Road and ends in Kirts, and carries around 
6,000 vehicles per day (in both directions). 
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A traffic crash analysis performed for the intersection for the time period between 
June of 1998 and June of 2001 shows 11 crashes in the three years. Out of the 11 
crashes, three were angle crashes (broadside), two were sideswipes, three were 
single vehicle crashes involving vehicles out of control, and two were rear-end 
crashes.  The attached collision diagram pictorially shows the location of the crashes. 
The crash rate (taking traffic volume into consideration) is low when compared to 
other intersections with similar traffic volumes.  The intersection geometry is unique 
due to the direct left turns permitted at a boulevarded intersection. 
 
Results of a turning movement study are also attached herewith.  It was observed 
that at the afternoon peak hour period (4:00 to 5:30 p.m.), there were 203 left turns 
from Troy Center onto Kirts, 270 left turns from Kirts onto Troy Center, and 181 right 
turns from Troy Center onto Kirts. It was also observed that left turns from Kirts onto 
Troy Center pulled out into the intersection far enough that it obstructed left turns 
from Troy Center onto Kirts.  This created a backup on Troy Center with left turn 
traffic stalled.  It was also seen that a number of vehicles changed lanes on Troy 
Center so that they could make a right turn and make a "U" turn to head east on Kirts. 
The intersection turning movements present delays to southbound Troy Center 
headed east on Kirts.  It is estimated that around 30% of this traffic opts to make an 
indirect left turn to head east on Kirts. 
 
One of the suggestions that Mr. Schultz had was to restrict left turns from Troy Center 
onto Kirts.  Thus, in effect, all southbound traffic on Troy Center will have to make a 
right turn.  To make the restriction effective, Mr. Schultz suggests that the median on 
Kirts on the west side of the intersection be extended by around 30 feet so that left 
turns from Troy Center are physically restricted.  The Engineering Department 
estimates this work to be roughly around $20,000 to $30,000. 
 
One concern with this restriction may be serving large trucks that use the intersection. 
The indirect left turns would force the trucks to use the crossover on Kirts, west of the 
intersection, and there could be encroachment of truck/bus wheels over the curb and 
close to the sidewalk when they make their "U" turns.  The median extension should 
also consider access for emergency vehicles, such that the fire trucks and other 
emergency vehicles have enough room to make their left turns directly. 
 
Mr. Schultz was unable to attend the meeting, but sent an email (copy attached). 
 
Alice Gomez, 1207C Kirts, called to say she was in favor of closing the median to 
prevent left turns. 
 
Art Barsamian, of 1215-C Kirts, is not in favor of any changes at Troy Center and 
Kirts.  Restricting left turns would force all traffic to turn right and pass in front of his 
complex.  This would effectively double the amount of traffic in front of his home.  In 
addition, there is a new building being constructed at the corner, which will further 
increase traffic.  He also feels the crash history does not justify prohibiting left turns, 
and closing the median to redirect traffic would be too expensive.  Attached is a letter 
from Mr. Barsamian. 
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In addition, the existing turnaround west of Troy Center is much too tight for trucks 
and emergency vehicles to negotiate the U-turn.  Mr. Barsamian added that this 
would cause backups on Troy Center and at the turnaround. 
 
Barbara Rousch, 1227-D Kirts, observed the traffic at the intersection for 45 minutes. 
The longest backups she observed were two, of five cars each, and all were able to 
get through the intersection within one minute.  Some motorists making U-turns 
cause problems when they don't stay within their lane.  Repainting the white lines 
could help alleviate this. 
 
Charles Hanssen, 1183-C Kirts, has two vehicles that can't negotiate a U-turn at the 
turnaround and stay within his lane because the turn is too tight.  He feels the traffic is 
no worse at Troy Center and Kirts than it is anywhere else in the city.  He suggests 
that the median is too high and contributes to sight obstruction. 
 
Lt. Matlick had a phone call from a resident who was also concerned about the sight 
obstruction.  Lt. Matlick also said that he is unable to turn a truck in that Kirts 
turnaround, and forcing motorists to turn there would cause them to drive over the 
edge of the road. 
 
Barbara Plotkin, 958 Kirts, suggested a traffic signal at the intersection.  Others felt 
that would cause an even worse traffic backup.   
 
Another citizen would like the speed limit lowered from 40 mph to 35 mph. 

 
Motion by Kilmer 
Supported by Halsey 
 
To recommend no changes at this time.  
 
YEAS:  5 
 
NAYS:  0 
 
ABSENT: 2 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
Mr. Kilmer requested that Dr. Abraham look at the height of the median near this intersection 
and do a sight study, as there may be a sight restriction. 
 
Mr. Halsey requested that Dr. Abraham should study the ongoing construction in the area, to 
determine future traffic control needs. 
 
6. Restrict Parking on Lanergan for 70 Feet West of Adams 
 
 Ann Ortel of 3666 Adams Road requests that parking be restricted on the western 

end of Lanergan Street.  Ms. Ortel described that vehicles park on the south side of 
Lanergan near Adams every day to take kids to the Harlan School across the street.  
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 As seen in the attached photos, pedestrians crossing Lanergan may not be seen by 

oncoming westbound traffic from Lanergan.  Ms. Ortel indicated that in her 
observations, kids dart into the street and the parked vehicles pose an obstruction to 
motorists' sight, who may not see the pedestrians.  She indicated that this occurs 
every morning and evening and is a dangerous situation. 

 
 The north side of Lanergan, being the water main side, is marked NO PARKING.  

The first residential driveway is around 65 feet from the sidewalk.  According to Ms. 
Ortel, the resident across the street supports the parking prohibition. 

 
 The kids who walk on Adams have no sidewalks.  There is a good circular drive at the 

school but most parents seem to prefer parking on the street. 
 
 Sergeant Redmond said posting NO PARKING signs would not prohibit vehicles from 

stopping and standing in the area, and believes that enforcement of the standard 15-
foot parking restriction at intersections would solve the problem.  He will step up 
enforcement and also contact the schools so they can request that parents not stop 
there. 

 
No changes were recommended in October when this item was first discussed.  It 
was decided If the increased enforcement and parental education did not improved 
the situation, the Traffic Committee would reconsider the issue in February. 
 
Sergeant Redmond said that stepped-up enforcement has not improved the situation. 
Motorists are still "standing" along Lanergan to pick up and discharge their children.  
The school parking lot is much too small.  If parking were prohibited on Lanergan, 
drivers would just move one block in each direction and stop on Bolingbroke and 
Townhill.  He also reiterated that there is an adult crossing guard at Adams and 
Lanergan. 

 
Motion by Hubbell 
Supported by Grinnell 
 
To recommend no changes. 
 

YEAS:  5 
 
NAYS:  0 
 
ABSENT: 2 
 
MOTION CARRIED 

 
7. Other Business 
 
Mr. Kilmer said that there is often a red pickup truck parked on Enterprise at Robinwood, 
obstructing motorists' view of the new YIELD sign.  Sergeant Redmond will check it out. 
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Discussion followed regarding the previous request for a traffic signal at Rochester Road at 
Rochester Court. Attached is a memo from Dr. Abraham to the Traffic Committee giving a 
detailed analysis of possible solutions to the concerns at that intersection. 
 
8. Adjourn 
 
The next meeting is scheduled for March 20, 2002. 
 
Motion by Kilmer 
Supported by Halsey 
 
To adjourn the meeting at 8:20 p.m.  
 
YEAS:  5 
 
NAYS:  0 
 
ABSENT: 2 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Traffic Committee\02-02-20 minutes draft.doc 







































February 26, 2002 
 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Doug Smith, Real Estate and Development Director 
  Dennis C. Stephens, Right of Way Representative 
 
SUBJECT: Request for Authorization to Make Unconditioned Offer to Purchase 35 

Feet of Additional Right- of-Way for Donaldson Road Storm Drain, and 
Proper Street Alignment with Paving – Dennis Powers Drain Project and 
Donaldson Paving Project – PIN 88-20-03-103-004 

 
 Request for Authorization for City Attorney to Institute Court Action if 

Necessary – James A. Lawor and Lana Lawor – PIN 88-20-03-103-004 
 
Donaldson Road is part of the Dennis Powers Drain Project now in progress in the North 
½ of section 3.  As a part of this project, it is necessary to install a storm drain on the 
West side of Donaldson Road.  The right-of-way width of the road is 60 feet, with 25 feet 
coming from the plat of “Bassett & Smith Flowing Spring Acres”, and 35 feet having 
been acquired by the City in a 1974 project, with the exception of one parcel on the West 
side of Donaldson Road at South Boulevard. 
 
It is now necessary to acquire the additional 35 feet from this parcel to achieve the 60-
foot width for the installation of the storm drain, and a scheduled alignment and paving of 
Donaldson Street. 
 
This 35 foot wide parcel has been appraised and reviewed with a value conclusion of 
$51,380.00 having been determined. 
 
The unconditioned offer will be the appraised value. 
 
Therefore, it is requested that City Council authorize an unconditioned offer to James A. 
Lawor and Lana Lawor in the appraised amount of $51,380.00 to purchase the East 35 
feet of parcel 88-20-03-103-004.  It is also requested that City Council authorize the City 
Attorney to take whatever action is necessary and to expend the needed funds to acquire 
this right-of-way.  
 
DCS/pg 
 









 
 
DATE:   February 27, 2002 

  
 

 
TO:   Honorable Mayor and City Council 
    
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
   Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
   Mark Stimac, Director of Building and Zoning 
 
SUBJECT:  Request for Sign Placement 

500 W. Big Beaver 
 

 
 

 
Jennifer Dwyer, Program Director of the Troy Community Coalition, has submitted a 
request to place a banner in front of City Hall to promote their community event.  The 
banner will promote March 17 – 23, 2002 as Inhalant Awareness Week.  The banner is 
100 square feet in size and would be in place from March 17 through March 23, 2002.  
Similar requests have been approved in the past and the changeable message signs, 
currently out for bid, will handle these types of requests in the future. 
 
The Sign Ordinance, Chapter 78, Section 14.00 requires permission from the property 
owner for placement of a banner.  Ms. Dwyer’s request is for City Council’s permission 
to place the banner on City property. 

 
 







Date: February 28, 2002 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: John Szerlag, City Manager 
 Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager, Services 
 Lori G. Bluhm, City Attorney 
 Steven J. Vandette, City Engineer 
 William R. Need, Director of Public Works 
  
 
 
Subject: Federal Grant for Stream Bank Stabilization of Firefighter’s Park  
 
As part of the efforts to protect and restore the Rouge River, the City of Troy’s 
Engineering Department and Department of Public Works applied for a grant in late 
February 2001 from the Rouge River National Wet Weather Demonstration Project to 
fund a Stream Bank Stabilization Project in Firefighter’s Park.  This federal grant is 
administered by Wayne County and the Rouge Project Office (RPO) and requires 50% 
local match of in-kind services or dollars.  The Stream Bank Stabilization Project was 
listed as an activity to be implemented as part of the Michigan Department of 
Environmental Quality’s Watershed Based Storm Water Permit for the City of Troy.  This 
demonstration project is intended to stabilize the eroded stream banks in Firefighter’s 
Park through the engineered use of vegetative and structural measures.  This project 
would be an excellent opportunity for water quality protection measures and the chance 
to educate the public.  
 
Enclosed with this memo is a copy of the acceptance letter from Wayne County of the 
Stream Bank Stabilization Project.  The project would include performing the necessary 
engineering design, obtaining the required permits, and regrading and installing stream 
bank stabilization measures for approximately 650 linear feet of stream located in 
Firefighter’s Park.  These measures are intended to stabilize the streambanks and to 
help prevent future stream bank erosion.  The project is estimated to cost $123,000, of 
which the City is responsible for $61,500 and is to be funded from the Capital Drains 
Account #410516.   
 
It is our recommendation that the Inter-Agency Agreement (IAA) with Wayne County be 
approved and the Mayor and City Clerk be authorized to execute the documents for this 
project.          
 
      
 
Prepared by Dana Calhoun, Storm Water Engineer 
 













 ROUGE RIVER NATIONAL WET WEATHER DEMONSTRATION PROJECT 
ROUGE RIVER GENERAL PERMIT PROJECTS 

GRANT AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF WAYNE AND THE CITY OF TROY 

 
 

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into this ______ day of ______________ , _____, between the County 
of Wayne, Michigan, a body corporate and Charter County ("County") and The City of Troy ("Entity"). 

 
RECITALS 

 
WHEREAS, the County is the recipient of, and is responsible for the administration of certain 

federal grant funds referred to as the Rouge River National Wet Weather Demonstration Project Grant 
("Grant"). 
 

WHEREAS, the United States Environmental Protection Agency ("USEPA") has established Grant 
conditions and regulations that require the County to act as the responsible party with respect to the Grant, 
including those provisions described within 40 C.F.R. Part 31. 
 

WHEREAS, the USEPA will supervise the Grant and Grant conditions in order that the Grant be 
used in accordance with the requirements of the law. 
 

WHEREAS,  the parties have agreed to follow certain administrative procedures and cooperate on 
the various tasks to be undertaken in order for the County to comply with the Grant's requirements and 
objectives. 
 

WHEREAS, the Rouge River National Wet Weather Demonstration Project ("Rouge Project") is a 
comprehensive watershed-wide program addressing wet weather pollution problems ranging from 
controlling combined sewer overflows ("CSO") to storm water runoff in the Rouge River.   
 

WHEREAS,  one of the purposes of the Grant is to enable the County and local units of 
government within the Rouge River Watershed to evaluate alternative approaches for controlling sources of 
water pollution. 

 
WHEREAS, implementing the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General 

Wastewater Discharge Permit for Storm Water Discharges from Separate Storm Water Drainage Systems 
(Permit No. MIG610000) (“Storm Water General Permit”) issued by the Michigan Department of 
Environmental Quality (“MDEQ”) for the local unit will further the Grant’s goal to improve water quality and 
recreational use of the Rouge River.  
 

WHEREAS, illicit discharge elimination, public education and subwatershed management plan 
implementation are considered examples of the types of activities included in the Storm Water General 
Permit which will assist in restoring the water quality of  the Rouge River. 
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WHEREAS, the Firefighters Park Stream Bank Stabilization Project set forth in this 
Agreement would further the goals of the Grant. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, IN CONSIDERATION OF THE MUTUAL COVENANTS 
CONTAINED HEREIN, the parties hereby agree as follows: 
 
 ARTICLE I 
 SCOPE OF PROJECT     
 
1.1 The County will provide a portion of the Grant to Entity to enable the Entity to do the activities 
described in Attachment “A” 
 
1.2 The budget presented in Attachment “A” along with the scope of work presented in Attachment 
“A” specify the performance of the work as anticipated at the time the contract is signed. 
 
1.3 The Entity agrees to submit a Final Project Summary Report at the project end to assist the 
County in the grant close-out process.  The Final Project Summary Report should generally be 4-10 pages 
in length and should include: 
 

A. A summarized clear description of the project.  In addition to the project description, the 
report should include the following: project objectives; major elements of the project; 
project products completed (project products are listed in Attachment “A”); and project 
highlights. 

B. Comments on how the completion of this project benefitted or is projected to improve the 
Rouge River. 

C. A written set of recommendations to other local governments and agencies that evaluates 
the benefits and cost effectiveness of the project.  The evaluation should consider the total 
project cost.  The recommendations should also summarize how the project was evaluated 
and the evaluation results of the effectiveness of the project. 

D. Comments on how the results of this project are transferrable to other communities or 
agencies.  

E. List of all task products completed.  The list should include the official name of the 
products.   

 
ARTICLE II 

   SCHEDULE OF WORK 
 

2.1 The time frame for completion of the project milestones is contained in Attachment “A”. 
 

ARTICLE III 
FINANCIAL PROVISIONS AND BUDGET 
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3.1 The detailed budget is contained in Attachment “A” and will be considered an approximation based 
on the best information available at the time of this Agreement.  The internal distribution of the monies 
allocated among project elements may be modified by the Entity  up to a total cumulative transfer among 
direct cost categories not to exceed 10% of the total budget without written approval by the County.  Other 
modifications to the budget will be only upon written Agreement between the County and the Entity. 
 
3.2 The County will provide funds from the Rouge Project grant to partially fund the approved, allowed, 
and eligible costs for activities outlined in Attachment “A”.  The total amount to be reimbursed to the Entity 
shall not exceed $61,500.  The Entity shall provide a minimum match of $61,500 of approved costs, which 
may be satisfied by demonstrating either cash or in-kind services from non-federal sources.  
 
3.3 The County will hold the final 10 to 20 percent of the total federal fund allowable to the Entity until 
the completion of the project by the Entity as identified in Attachment ”A”.  Upon completion of all the 
tasks by the Entity, the approval of the Entity task products by the County, and the approval of the 
Entity submittal of the documentation of the final project cost by the County, the remaining 10 percent of 
the federal funds will be reimbursed to the Entity.  

 
ARTICLE IV 

CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION AND PAYMENT 
 
4.1 This Agreement will be administered on a cost reimbursement basis.  The Entity shall submit to the 
County project status reports and invoices on standard forms provided by the County. 
    
4.2 All reports and invoices shall be submitted at least quarterly, no more than forty (40) days after each 
quarter end date.  Reimbursements shall not be allowed without a status report submission. 
 
4.3 Invoices must clearly identify: 
 

A.    Total program outlays to the date of the invoice; 
B.  The non-federal share of amount expended; 
C.  The federal share of amount expended; 
D.  The federal payments previously received; 
E.  The reimbursements requested for the billing period; 
F.   Project work element detail; 
G.  Project direct costs and outside services; 
H.  Time sheets for hourly employees and labor distribution sheets for salaried                  

     employees; and 
I.  Documentation of all contractor costs. 
 

4.5 The invoices must be certified for completeness and correctness by an appropriate Entity official.   
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4.6 All invoices will be paid by the County within thirty (30) days of receipt of funds from the USEPA. 
 
4.7 The Entity will provide documentation to the County that demonstrates compliance with federal 
and state regulations before payments will be processed.  The Entity will prepare all cost estimates for 
implementation of the planned activities, including a breakdown of eligible and ineligible cost items, with 
respect to grant funding.  These cost estimates will be provided in a format to be established by the County. 
 
4.8 The Entity will exercise the necessary contract oversight and administration of any subcontracts.  
These duties include, but are not limited to construction inspection and  negotiating and executing change 
orders (where construction is to occur), monitoring project progress, responding to subcontractor or citizen 
complaints, coordinating between different subcontracts, and overseeing subcontractor’s compliance with 
the approved project plans and specifications.  These activities are to be done in accordance with 
procedures established by the Grant and by 40 C.F.R. Part 31.1, et seq. 
 
4.9 All reports, invoices, and work products required under this contract will be transmitted to the 
Director of Watershed Management Division, Department of Environment, Wayne County, care of Mr. 
Razik Alsaigh, 415 Clifford, Detroit Michigan 48226. 

 
ARTICLE V 

AUDIT AND ACCESS TO RECORDS 
 
5.1 The Entity will maintain and retain financial records and supporting documentation in accordance 
with generally accepted accounting procedures and in accordance with the requirements of federal and state 
regulations. 
   
5.2 The Entity will cooperate with and assist the County with respect to federal or state audit review 
related to the use of Grant funds.  This cooperation shall include preservation of the necessary 
documentation and access to the records until federal and/or state audit resolution processes have been 
completed and notification of records disposal has been received by the County.  The Entity will cooperate 
with the County with respect to evaluating audit findings of this Agreement. 
 
5.3 The Entity will be responsible for the reimbursement of any funds required to be returned to the 
USEPA due to Entity actions or omissions, as determined by audit findings, and hold the County harmless 
from any repayment therefrom. 

 
ARTICLE VI 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 
 
6.1 This Agreement is expected to be funded in part with funds from the USEPA.  The Entity will not 
enter into any agreements with either the United States or any of its departments, agencies, or employees 
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which are or will be a party to this Agreement or any lower tier subagreement for monies related to this 
specific project.  This Agreement is subject to regulations contained in 40 C.F.R. Part 31 in effect on the 
date of the assistance award for this project. 
 
6.2 The Entity understands that the County has no funds other than the Grant funds to pay for the 
project costs.  All costs other than the Grant funds associated with the activities which are the subject matter 
of this Agreement will be the responsibility of the Entity. 
 
6.3 The Entity will cooperate with the County to ensure timely completion of the tasks undertaken as 
part of the project.  Cooperation includes, but is not limited to sharing information and records, participation 
in applicable committees, and assisting in development and evaluation of water quality improvement 
alternatives. 
 
6.4 The Entity warrants that it will comply with the provisions of 40 C.F.R. Part 31 and, as applicable, 
all provisions contained in the Grant.  In the event there are any conflicts between the provisions of this 
Agreement and the terms of the Grant, the Grant terms will prevail.  The Grant document and the terms and 
conditions of the Grant are included here in Attachment ”B”.  The June 16, 1998 correction letter of the 
grant fair share goals from EPA is also included here in Attachment ”B”.  The fair share goals for the Grant 
as identified in that letter are as follows: 
 
Construction 20% Minority Business Enterprise (MBE) 10% Woman Business Enterprise (WBE) 
Services 20% MBE     10% WBE 
Equipment 8% MBE     4% WBE 
Supplies 8% MBE     4% WBE 
 
6.5  The Entity is responsible for securing all necessary permits from regulatory agencies and is 
responsible for obtaining any professional services necessary for the Project Activities.  The Entity  will act 
at all times in accordance with applicable federal and state regulations, and will secure any permits and 
negotiate the terms of agreements in accordance with those requirements.   
 
6.6  If  the Entity secures any interest in lands, including easements, these acquisitions will be in 
accordance with applicable federal law and regulations including 49 C.F.R., Part 24 and state statutes 
related to the taking of interests in land. 
 
6.7 With respect to construction projects, the Entity is responsible for conducting post-project 
evaluation and certifying that any construction meets the approved design criteria.  These certifications will 
be submitted to Wayne County and the USEPA and MDEQ, where appropriate, in accordance with the 
Grant requirements and applicable regulations.  If the project does not meet the design criteria, the Entity 
will be responsible for taking the necessary corrective measures. 
 
6.8 The ownership of any facilities constructed under this Agreement will remain with the Entity. The 
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Entity agrees to operate and maintain the facility consistent with the Grant project goals and in accordance 
with the requirements of the applicable federal and state statutes and regulations, Grant conditions, and local 
ordinances. 
 
6.9 The Entity warrants that it will comply with the provisions of 40 C.F.R. Part 31.32 relating to any 
equipment including computers and peripheral computer equipment purchased as part of this grant 
assistance project.   
 
6.10 Any amendment to this agreement must be in writing, and signed and acknowledged by a duly 
authorized representative of each party. 
 
6.11    The Entity warrants that it will comply with the provisions of 40 C.F.R. Part 31.36 (d) relating to 
procurement of services as part of this grant assistance project. For construction contracts the Entity shall 
use bid type contracts.  For consulting contracts, the Entity shall use any of the four procurement 
procedures in the 40 CFR 31. For most of the consulting contracts, the RFQ or RFP procurement 
procedure is the applicable one.  The selection of the consultant can be based on  qualification or on 
qualification and cost proposal.  Upon consultant selection, procurement documentation must be submitted 
to the County.  The procurement documentation should include:  
? ? Rationale for method of procurement; 
? ? Copy of advertisement, where it was published and for how long; 
? ? Number of proposals received; 
? ? Description of selection process (e.g., pre-established criteria of qualification, cost, or both); and 
? ? Selection of type of contract to be used. 
 

       6.12    The Entity warrants that it will comply with the provisions of 40 C.F.R. Part 31.36 (f) relating to 
contract cost or price of services as part of this grant assistance project. Price/cost analysis must be 
performed by the Entity prior to award of any type of contract.  The selected contractor must submit a 
cost proposal to the Entity, with cost broken down by task.  The cost proposal should consist of the 
following categories: 

 
Direct labor (with backup that establish this cost (hours and personnel)); 
Overhead (backup to establish this rate); 
Other Direct Expenses (backup to establish this item); 
Subconsultant; 
Subconsultant Administrative Charge  (if applicable); 
Total; and        
Fee (Fixed for a fixed fee contract). 

 
The cost analysis consists of the Entity determining the reasonableness of the selected contractor’s 
proposed cost (i.e., is the allowable overhead rate used, are correct pay rates used for employees, are 
expense charges accurate).   Price analysis consists of the Entity comparing proposed prices received with 
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other proposals submitted for this job, an independent estimate from the Entity’s experience or cost 
estimate from existing master plan.  Copies of price/cost analysis documentation should be submitted to the 
County.  After completing the price/cost analysis, any type of the contracts indicated below can be 
executed: 
? ?   Cost plus fixed fee contract; 
? ?   Fixed price (lump sum) contract; 
? ?  Catalog price contracts (e.g., geotechnical investigations where the price of the tests are established in 

the market); and  
? ? ? ? For certain contracts where the above types are not applicable, the County will allow contracts with 

proscribed billing rates (per diem contracts), which establishes pay rates for professional categories 
(e.g., Engineer I, Engineer II, Project Engineer, Field Technical Help, etc.).  

 
These above types of contracts are applicable for the main contractor and for sub-contractors.  “Cost plus 
a percentage of cost” and “percentage of construction cost” methods of contracting shall not be used.     

 
ARTICLE VII 

WAIVER OF BREACH 
 
7.1 No failure by a party to insist upon the strict performance of any term of this Agreement or to 
exercise any term after a breach, constitutes a waiver of any breach of the term.  No waiver of any breach 
affects or alters this Agreement, but every term of this Agreement remains effective with respect to any other 
existing or subsequent breach. 

 
ARTICLE VIII 

TERMINATION 
 
8.1 This Agreement will terminate after the final audit and final resolution of any issues related thereto as 
described within 40 C.F.R. Part 1, Subpart D. 
 
8.2 This Agreement may be terminated in whole or in part in writing by the County for its convenience.  
The Entity must be given: (1) not less than thirty (30) calendar days written notice of intent to terminate; 
and (2) an opportunity for consultation with the County prior to termination. 
 
This Agreement may be terminated in whole or in part in writing by the Entity for its convenience.  The 
County must be given: (1) not less than thirty (30) calendar days written notice of intent to terminate; and (2) 
an opportunity for consultation with the Entity prior to termination. 
 
8.3 If termination for convenience is effected by the County or the Entity, an equitable adjustment in 
the Agreement price will be made.  The equitable adjustment for any termination will provide for payment to 
the Entity for services rendered and expenses incurred prior to termination.  Equitable adjustment also will 
include termination settlement costs reasonably incurred by the Entity and approved by the County, relating 
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to personnel hired specifically for activities related to this Agreement, provided such costs are eligible and 
allowable under the terms of the Grant. 
 
8.4 Upon receipt of a termination notice pursuant paragraphs 8.2 or 8.3, above, the Entity will:  (1) 
promptly discontinue all services affected (unless the notice directs otherwise), and (2) deliver or otherwise 
make available to the County all data, drawings, specifications, reports, estimates, summaries, and such 
other information and materials as may be accumulated by the Entity in performing this Agreement, 
whether completed or in process. 
 
8.5 Upon termination pursuant to paragraphs 8.2 or 8.3, above, the County may take over the work 
and prosecute the same to completion by Agreement with another party or otherwise. 
 
8.6 All notices of termination will be sent certified mail, postage prepaid and return receipt requested. 
 

ARTICLE IX 
LIABILITY 

 
9.1 All liability, loss, or damage as a result of claims, demands, costs, or judgments arising out of 
activities of the Entity will be the sole responsibility of the Entity and not the responsibility of the County.  
Nothing herein will be construed as a wavier of any governmental immunity by the Entity, its agencies, or 
employees have as provided by statute or modified by court decisions. 
 
9.2 All liability, loss, or damage as a result of claims, demands, costs, or judgments arising out of 
activities of the County will be the sole responsibility of the County and not the responsibility of the Entity.  
Nothing herein will be construed as a wavier of any governmental immunity by the County, its agencies, or 
employees have as provided by statute or modified by court decisions. 

 
ARTICLE X 

INDEMNIFICATION 
 
10.1 The Entity will indemnify, defend, and save harmless the County, its officers, boards, employees, 
and agents from and against any and all liabilities, obligations, damages, penalties, claims, costs, charges, 
and expenses (including, but not limited to fees and expenses of attorneys, expert witnesses, and other 
consultants) which may be imposed upon, incurred by, or asserted against the County, its boards, officers, 
employees, and agents, by reason of any act or omission of the Entity, its personnel, employees, agents, or 
subcontractors, in the performance of this Agreement. 
 
10.2    The County will indemnify, defend, and save harmless the Entity, its officers, boards, employees, 
and agents from and against any and all liabilities, obligations, damages, penalties, claims, costs, charges, 
and expenses (including, but not limited to fees and expenses of attorneys, expert witnesses, and other 
consultants) which may be imposed upon, incurred by, or asserted against the Entity, its boards, officers, 
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employees, and agents, by reason of any act or omission of the County, its personnel, employees, agents, or 
subcontractors, in the performance of this Agreement. 
 
10.3 The provisions of Article X shall survive the expiration or any termination of this Agreement for a 
period of three (3) years. 
 

ARTICLE XI 
INSURANCE 

 
11.1 The Entity shall purchase and, to the extent permissible by law, have the County, its officers, 
commission, boards, and employees named as additional parties insured under the policy or policies of 
insurance and maintain such insurance so as to protect the County from claims set forth below which may 
arise out of or result from the project services, whether such services be by the Entity, by any 
subcontractor, or by anyone directly or indirectly employed by the Entity, or by anyone for whose acts any 
of them may be liable. 
 
11.2 Throughout all phases of the project and for a period of three (3) years after final completion and 
acceptance by the County of the project services, the Entity shall keep in force, at its sole cost and 
expense, a professional liability insurance policy for claims for damages arising out of an error, omission, or 
negligent act in the performance of professional services, with limits of $1 million dollars per claim and $1 
million dollars in the aggregate for each twelve (12) month period.  The Entity agrees that the policy may 
not be substantially modified or canceled without thirty (30) days prior written notice to the County and shall 
promptly notify the County of any failure to renew such policy as necessary prior to final completion of the 
Project. 
 
11.3 Throughout all phases of the project and for a period of three (3) years after final completion and 
acceptance by the County of the project services, the Entity shall keep in force, at its sole cost and 
expense, with insurance companies authorized to do business in the State of Michigan, the following 
insurance coverages: 
 

11.3.1 Workers' Compensation which meets Michigan's statutory requirements, or other similar 
employee benefit act of any other state applicable to an employee.   
 

11.3.2 Employers’ Liability Insurance, in conjunction with Workers' Compensation Insurance for 
claims for damages because of bodily injury, occupational sickness or disease, or death of an employee 
when Workers' Compensation may not be an exclusive remedy.  Such insurance shall be subject to limits of 
liability of not less than $500,000 dollars for each incident.   
 

11.3.3 General Liability Insurance for claims for damages because of bodily injury or death of any 
person, other than the Entity’s employees, or damage to tangible property of others, including loss of use 
resulting therefrom.  Such insurance shall be subject to bodily injury limits of not less than $500,000 per 
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occurrence and $1 million annual aggregate and property damage limits of not less than $500,000 per 
occurrence or combined bodily injury/property damage limits of not less than $750,000 per occurrence and 
$1 million annual aggregate. 
 

11.3.4 Contractual Liability Insurance for claims for damages that may arise from the Entity’s 
contract under Article X concerning indemnification for errors, omissions, or negligent acts in the course of 
the professional service or other provision within this Agreement, to the extent that such kinds of contractual 
liability are insurable in connection with, and subject to, limits of liability not less than for the professional 
liability insurance and general liability insurance set forth in subparagraphs 11.2 and 11.3.3, above. 

 
11.3.5  Comprehensive Automobile Liability coverage, including coverage for all owned, hired, and 

non-owned vehicles with coverage of $1 million dollars per occurrence for bodily injury and property 
damage combined.       
 

11.3.6 Automobile No-Fault Insurance required by law for claims arising from ownership, 
maintenance, or use of any motor vehicle owned or non-owned, County, or for-hire vehicles, with, 
coverage of  $1million single limit of liability and any applicable first-party benefits based on Michigan’s no-
fault law. 
 
11.4  Certificates of insurance shall be provided to the County prior to commencing Project Services under 
this Agreement.  Said certificates shall contain a provision that coverage afforded shall not be canceled, 
materially modified, or allowed to expire unless the insurance carrier has given at least thirty (30) days prior 
written notice to the County. 
 
11.5  The County and the Entity waive all rights against each other and their consultants, agents, and 
employees for damages covered by any property casualty insurance during the Project Services, but only to 
the extent covered by such insurance. 

 
11.6   Compliance by the Entity with the requirements of this Article as to carrying insurance and furnishing 
proof thereof to the County, shall not relieve the Entity of its liabilities and obligations under this 
Agreement. 
 
11.7  The provisions of this Article shall survive the expiration of any termination of this Agreement for a 
period of three (3) years. 

 
ARTICLE XII  

NON-DISCRIMINATION 
 
12.1 In accordance with the United States Constitution and all federal legislation and regulations 
governing fair employment practices and equal employment opportunity, the Entity shall comply with: 
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A. Titles VI and VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352, 78 Stat. 252) and  
 the United States Department of Justice regulations (28 C.F.R. Part 52) issued 
pursuant to Titles VI and VII;  

 
B. Environmental Protection Agency regulations (40 C.F.R., Parts 7 and 12); 

 
C.  The Age Discrimination Act of 1985 (42 U.S.C. §6101-07); 

 
D.  Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. §794); 
E. The Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. §12101 et. seq.) and its  

 associated regulations; and 
 

F. The Michigan Constitution and all state laws and regulations governing fair employment 
practices and equal employment opportunity, including but not limited to the Michigan Civil 
Rights Act (1976 P.A. 453), the Michigan Handicappers Civil Rights Act  (1976 P.A. 
220), and the Wayne County Fair Employment Practice Resolution of April 14, 1970.   

 
12.2 The Entity agrees that it will not discriminate against any person, employee, consultant or applicant 
for employment with respect to his or her hire, tenure, terms, conditions or privileges of employment 
because of his or her religion, race, color, national origin, age, sex, height, weight,  
marital status, or a handicap that is unrelated to the individual's ability to perform tasks particular to a job or 
position. 
 
12.3 The Entity further agrees that it will require each contractor performing services under this 
Agreement to agree to the provisions of this Article. 
 
12.4 The Entity is responsible for complying with all federal and state laws and regulations regarding 
competitive bidding. 
       

ARTICLE XIII 
ASSIGNABILITY 

 
13.1 This Agreement will be binding upon and enure to the benefit of the parties hereto and their 
respective heirs and assigns. 
 
13.2 Neither of the parties hereto may assign this Agreement without the prior written consent of the 
other. 
 

ARTICLE XIV 
VALIDITY 
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14.1 If any provision of this Agreement or the application to any person or circumstance is, to any extent, 
judicially determined to be invalid or unenforceable, the remainder of the Agreement, or the application of 
the provision to persons or circumstances other than those as to which it is invalid or unenforceable, is not 
affected and is enforceable, provided the invalid provision does not substantially alter the contract or make 
execution impractical. 
 

ARTICLE XV 
ENTIRE AGREEMENT 

 
15.1 This document, including any attachments, contains the entire agreement between the parties. 
15.2 Neither party has made any representations except those expressly set forth herein.  
 
15.3 No rights or remedies are, or will be acquired, by either party by implication or otherwise unless set 
forth herein. 
 

ARTICLE XVI 
PATENTS, COPYRIGHTS, AND RIGHTS IN DATA 

 
16.1 If  this Agreement involves research, developmental, experimental, or demonstration work and any 
discovery or invention arises or is developed in the course of, or under this Agreement, the Entity and the 
County shall retain joint authority to patent or license. 
 
16.2 The parties agree that any plans, drawings, specifications, computer programs, technical reports, 
operating manuals, and other work submitted, or which are specified to be delivered under this Agreement, 
or which are developed or produced and paid for under this Agreement are subject to the rights of both 
parties and both parties shall retain an irrevocable license to reproduce, publish and use in whole or in part 
and to authorize others to do so. 
 
16.3 This Agreement is funded in part by the USEPA and is therefore subject to the reporting and rights 
provisions of  40 C.F.R. Part 30 Subpart D including Appendix B and Appendix C. 
 
16.4 This clause shall be included in all subcontracts. 
 

ARTICLE XVII 
YEAR 2000 COMPLIANCE 

 
17.1 The following terms, when used in this Article, are understood by the parties to be defined as in 
subparagraphs (a) through (f) of this Paragraph. 

(a) Certification: 
the act of providing written testimony of qualification of a process and / or product as 
pertains to Year 2000 Compliance, including identification and documentation of all formats 
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of Date Processing and Date Exchange, which formats may include International Standards 
Organization (ISO) standards and other, generally accepted, documented methods of date 
representation. 

(b) Date Exchange: 
the interchange of date data between two or more systems or system elements. 

(c) Date Processing: 
the handling of date data within a system or system element. 

(d) Information Products: 
products and / or services involving or including but not limited to hardware, software, 
firmware, middleware and embedded systems including but not limited to Electronic Data 
Interface (EDI) and other interfaces for the exchange of data, whether acting alone or 
combined as a system. 

(e) Year 2000 Compliant: 
the quality of a system to provide all of the following functions: 
(i) flawless handling of date information, via US standards, before, during and after 

January 1, 2000, including but not limited to accepting date input, providing date 
output, executing single-century formulas, executing multi-century formulas and 
performing calculations on any and all dates and / or portions thereof, specifically 
including but not limited to dates in the year 1999 and all subsequent years; 

(ii) accurate operation, without interruption, before, during and after January 1, 2000, 
without any change in operations associated with the advent of the new century, 
including but not limited to leap-year calculations; 

(iii) proper response to two-digit year-date input such that a system or system element 
resolves any ambiguity regarding century in a disclosed, defined and predetermined 
manner; 

(iv) storage and output of all date information in ways that are unambiguous as to 
century; and 

(v) interaction with other systems or system elements whereby date data is exchanged 
accurately, without exception, and whereby no data is corrupted by the interaction, 
whether or not the data be date-related, and whereby the co-operation does not 
otherwise adversely affect the performance of any system, system element or 
system component. 

(f) Non-Year 2000 Compliant: 
any system which is not Year 2000 Compliant. 

 
17.2 Notwithstanding any provision elsewhere contained in this Agreement, the Entity expressly 
represents and warrants that all Information Products supplied to the County under this Agreement are fully 
Year 2000 Compliant according to the definitions and standards herein contained. 
 
17.3 The Entity expressly warrants that all Information Products which the Entity will acquire under this 
Agreement are Year 2000 Compliant such that any other Information Products, when used in combination 
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with the Information Products which the Entity will acquire hereunder, will properly execute all Date 
Exchange and Date Processing functions, whether the other Information Products were written, 
manufactured, produced or performed by the Entity or by a third party. 
 
17.4 The Entity agrees that it shall accomplish and document all modifications necessary to ensure that 
all Information Products previously provided or to be provided or maintained by the Entity in the future 
under this Agreement are or will be Year 2000 Compliant, as herein defined. 
 
17.5 The Entity warrants that if it uses Information Products to perform any service under this 
Agreement, all such Information Products will be Year 2000 Compliant as defined herein.  If, in the course 
of performing its obligations under this Agreement, the Entity uses specific Information Products in 
collaboration with one another such that a system is created, then the warranty of this Paragraph shall apply 
to the system as well as to the specific Information Products. 
17.6 The Entity warrants that if it provides an electronic data interface or any other interfaces to be used 
in the exchange of data between the County and the Entity for the purpose of monitoring, updating, billing, 
ordering or similar purposes, such interfaces are fully Year 2000 Compliant. 
 
17.7 The Entity agrees that upon any request by the County, the Entity will perform comprehensive 
testing necessary to demonstrate that all Information Products provided or used under this Agreement are 
Year 2000 Compliant, and the Entity will furnish the County with any requested Certification, as herein 
defined, along with supporting documentation.  The Entity agrees that the County may request and receive 
other forms of verification that Information Products are Year 2000 Compliant, including, but not limited to, 
witness testing and audit testing.  Nothing in this Paragraph shall be construed, interpreted or understood to 
in any way alter, affect or modify the meanings or significance of any of the other provisions contained 
herein. 
 
17.8 The Entity agrees that it will promptly remedy any breach of any warranty contained in the 
foregoing Paragraphs (2) through (7) at no additional charge to the County.  Remedy of a breach may be 
through the correction, upgrade or replacement of any Non-Year 2000 Compliant Information Products 
provided or used by the Entity under this Agreement with functionally equivalent Information Products 
which are Year 2000 Compliant.  If, after its best efforts, the Entity is unable to accomplish the correction 
or replacement of the Non-Year 2000 Compliant Information Products within 45 days of notification by the 
County of the failure of the Information Products to attain Year 2000 Compliance, the Entity agrees that it 
will refund to the County any amounts paid by the County for the Information Products provided or used, 
and unexceptionally indemnify and hold the County harmless from and against any and all liability, loss or 
expense, including reasonable attorney’s fees, incurred in connection with Non-Year 2000 Compliant 
Information Products.  Nothing in this Paragraph 17-8 shall be construed to limit any rights or remedies 
otherwise available under this Agreement with respect to defects other than Year 2000 Non-Compliance. 
 
17.9 This Agreement supersedes all previous agreements between the Entity and the County which 
regard Year 2000 Compliance.  Except as expressly modified, the terms and conditions of the original 
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agreements will remain in full force and effect.  The foregoing Year 2000 provisions constitute the entire 
accord between the parties as regards Year 2000 Compliance for this Agreement.  These provisions shall 
survive termination or expiration of this Agreement. 
 

ARTICLE XVIII 
JURISDICTION AND GOVERNING LAW 

 
18.1 This Agreement, and all actions arising from it, must be governed by, subject to, and construed 
according to the law of the State of Michigan.  
 

ARTICLE XIX 
EFFECTIVE DATES 

 
19.1  This Agreement becomes effective immediately upon signing by both parties and shall allow for 
billing all costs incurred from February 15, 2002.  This Agreement, unless extended by mutual written 
agreement, expires on November 1, 2003.   Should the USEPA require reimbursement by the County of 
funds transferred to the Entity for costs incurred prior to this Agreement, the Entity shall be responsible 
for any such reimbursement.  
 

ARTICLE XX 
PARTY REPRESENTATIVES 

 
20.1 The County's representative for this Agreement is the Director of Watershed Management Division, 
Department of Environment, Wayne County.  The Entity representative for this Agreement is the City of 
troy Director of the Department of Public Works.  Either party may assign alternate representatives upon 
written notification of the other party.  
 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed as of the 
date and year first written above. 
 
COUNTY OF WAYNE, MICHIGAN 
 
By:  ____________________________  ________________________________        
          EDWARD H. McNAMARA           
Its:  Chief Executive Officer                      

________________________________ 
 
CITY OF TROY, MICHIGAN 
 
By:  ____________________________  ________________________________ 
Its: 
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Attachment “A” 
 

CITY OF TROY 
Round IIB Storm Water General Permit Grant 

IIB-04 Project 
 

Firefighters Park Stream Bank Stabilization Project  
 
 
 
1. Project Purpose and Objectives 
 
The Sprague Drain, headwaters of the main branch of the Rouge River, flows through 
Firefighter’s Park in the City of Troy.  Firefighter’s Park is located in Section 5 of the City of 
Troy and is part of the Rouge River Watershed.   The confluence of the Rouge River and the 
Sprague Drain are located within the city park.  The drainage area for the Sprague Drain is 
approximately 4.4 square miles. Typical of many streams in an urbanized setting, the Sprague 
is exposed to flashy flows and their inevitable erosional forces.  The Sprague Drain has 
eroded considerably over the past few years, which has contributed to the increased 
sediment loading downstream and continues to be a problem.      
 
Firefighter’s Park, north of Square Lake Road between Coolidge and Crooks, is heavily used 
by citizens living in the immediate area.  A bike trail, disc golf course, children’s play area, 
picnic shelters and soccer fields offer many recreational opportunities. The popularity of this 
park and the easy access to trails and parking directly adjacent to the stream make this an 
ideal location for a demonstration project. 
 
This project is the stabilization of the stream banks along the Sprague Drain approximately 
400 feet to 100 feet upstream of the confluence with the Rouge River.  The project proposes 
to regrade the stream banks by cutting them back to a more stable slope for approximately 
320 feet on one side of the stream and 365 feet on the other side of the stream.  The project 
also proposes to install bio-engineered stream bank stabilization measures (using rip rap, 
geotextiles and native plants) including stabilizing the toe of slope to prevent future erosion. 
Two signs at key locations along the trail adjacent to the stream will describe common 
problems and their solutions for streams in an urbanized setting.  The area of the project is 
downstream of existing detention ponds and upstream of a stream crossing.  The design flow 
for the drain is the 1-2 year flow, which is also known as the bankfull flow of 190 cubic feet per 
second.  The 10 year flow is 480 cubic feet per second.       
 
 
 
 
The City of Troy hopes that by creating a safer, more stable stream bank configuration and 
then completing the project with native landscaping, this area will become a model for other 
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restoration projects in the City.  Citizens concerned about similar projects that may affect their 
property in the future could be directed to this site to view firsthand a successful and attractive 
alternative to streams lined with manicured lawns. 
 
 
2. Task Description 
 

1. Design: The design task will consist of surveying, engineering design, creating 
construction plans, developing specifications and preparing information for the 
educational signage.  Deliverable: completed plans for construction and a completed 
sign order. 

 
2. Permitting: MDEQ and Oakland County Drain Commission permits will be applied for 

and acquired.  Deliverable:  Permits required by appropriate agencies to complete the 
project in hand. 

 
3. Construction: Construction staking, obtaining materials, installation of soil erosion 

control and tree protection, tree removal, grading, streambank stabilization, plantings, 
and inspection of construction activities.  Deliverable:  Streambank stabilization 
construction completed for approximately 365 ft of Sprague Drain, signs installed, 
landscaping in place. 

 
4. Maintenance: Inspect and ensure plants are established for 1 year.  Replace plants as 

necessary.  Deliverable:  Well-established vegetation along streambank and 
vegetative buffer. 

 
5. Final Project Report as identified in Article 1.3 of this inter-agency Agreement. 

 
 
3. Project Cost 
 

 

 
Funding % = 50% 

Task Number and 
Description 

Task Cost Type of Effort Who Will Perform Task 

1. Design $  12, 955.00 Planning Community staff 
2. Permits $    1,000.00 Planning Community staff 
3. Construction $108, 045.00 Construction Community staff 

4&5. Maintenance 
& Final Report 

$    1,000.00 Bmp performance Community staff 

Total $123,000.00   

Federal Grant = $61,500.00 



Task List
Firefighter's Park Streambank Stabilization 
City of Troy, Michigan

1 Design Deadline
a Survey 2/1/01
b Engineering 3/15/02
c Construction Plans 3/18/02
d Specifications 3/18/02
e Prepare information for educational signs 3/30/02
f Send Plans & Specs to Wayne County 4/1/02
g Pre-construction photographs to Wayne County 4/1/02

2 Permits
a MDEQ 3/18/02
b Oakland County 3/18/02
c Progress report to Wayne County 3/18/02

3 Construction
a Construction Staking 5/20/02
b Obtain Materials 5/20/02
d Install soil erosion and tree protection 5/31/02
e Remove trees 5/31/02
f Perform grading 5/31/02
g Install streambank stabilization measures 5/31/02
h Install plantings 5/31/02
I Inspect construction work 5/31/02
j Install educational signs 5/31/02
k Progress Report to Wayne County 6/5/02

4 Maintenance
a Inspect and ensure plants are established for 2-3 years 11/1/02
b Progress Report to Wayne County 11/1/02
c Progress Report to Wayne County 5/1/03
d Final Progress Report to Wayne County 11/1/03

































 
February 21, 2002 

 
 
 

TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
   Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
 
SUBJECT: Request for Approval to Pay for Revisions to Scope of Work 

and a Billing Adjustment by NTH Consultants, Ltd. for  
Environmental Testing and Evaluation of all Properties Associated  
with the Proposed Section 1 Golf Course 

 
 
Attached for your review is a detailed explanation of the work performed by NTH 
Consultants, Ltd. related to environmental testing and evaluation of all properties 
associated with the proposed Section 1 golf course.  The report explains and justifies 
changes and additions that took place while completing their work.   
 
City management has reviewed the attached report and recommends approval of payment 
for revisions to the original scope of work by NTH as follows:  
 
Preliminary Assessment of the Fons and Northeast Landfills in Section 1 
(Purchase Order #20000190 OB) 
 
City Council approved a not-to-exceed $52,224 contract with NTH on August 7, 2000 for 
this work (Resolution #2000-377).  NTH is requesting additional payment in the amount of 
$10,700, increasing the contract to $62,924, due to the following work that became 
necessary but was not included in NTH’s original scope of services: 
 
§ Landfill cover thickness investigation 
§ Leachate level investigation 
§ Groundwater elevations surveys 
§ Interim summary/progress report preparation 
§ Revised schedule preparation  
§ Project status meetings 
 
Further Environmental Study on the Proposed Property Slated for Purchase from the Troy 
School District  
(Purchase Order #20100259 OB) 
 
Council approved this contract via Resolution #2001-01-062 on January 22, 2001.  The 
total cost of $33,000 is split in half with the Troy School District.   
 
 



The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
February 21, 2002 
Page Two 
 
 
NTH’s proposal to complete this project included the installation of five additional wells and 
a series of test pits to assist in the definition of the solid waste boundary of the Fons 
Landfill and groundwater conditions at the south boundary of the School District property.   
 
There were several additional issues that NTH had to address to complete the project: 
 
§ Preparation of memorandum summarizing meeting with the MDEQ 
§ Additional chemical testing and evaluation to establish site-specific values for 

chromium and nutrients 
§ On-going discussions and field work requested by Professor Carl Freeman and the 

Troy School District 
 
The cost of these additional tasks is $11,000, increasing the contract amount to $44,000. 
 
Phase I and II Environmental Site Assessment 
(Purchase Order #20000032 OP) 
 
An agreement for this work was signed on July 10, 2000 in the amount of $9,750.  Two 
change orders were approved by City Council on November 6, 2000 via Resolution #2000-
494:  Change Order #1 in the amount of $1,185 and Change Order #2 for $4,140, 
increasing the total cost to $15,075.  Beyond this, NTH inadvertently omitted the cost of 
analyzing and evaluating data generated by the expanded scope of the fieldwork.  The 
additional cost is $2,500, increasing the total contract amount to $17,257.   
 
The total of additional payment being requested is $24,200. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
GAS/mr\2002\Change Orders to NTH Contracts 

 
c: John M. Lamerato, Assistant City Manager/Finance & Administration 
 Richard L. Burns, Vice President, NTH Consultants, Ltd. 
 





















  February 28, 2002 
 
TO:  MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: LORI GRIGG BLUHM, CITY ATTORNEY 

RE:  INDEMNIFICATION AGREEMENT- TROY GOLF LLC 

 Troy Golf LLC was awarded the contract for the Section One Golf Course on 
June 18, 2001.  One of the requirements in that contract was to obtain maintenance, 
payment and performance bonds for the $8.3 million dollar project.  Troy Golf LLC 
has encountered some difficulty in obtaining the required bonds.   

 The bonding company has indicated that the required bonds could be issued 
if the City of Troy were to sign an indemnification agreement.  This would clarify that 
the City of Troy agreed to assume the liability for the existing environmental 
conditions of the site, which was previously used as a landfill.  The attached 
agreement has been negotiated between the parties, and is attached for your review.  

 Troy Golf LLC has indicated that they will still be able to complete the project 
in the time frames set forth in the contract.   

 If you have any questions concerning the above, please let me know.  

































































  February 28, 2002 

 
TO:  MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF COUNCIL 

FROM:  LORI GRIGG BLUHM, CITY ATTORNEY 
 
RE:  PEACOCK FARMS  
 

 At the February 18, 2002 meeting, City Council considered the attached proposed agreement 
between the City and Gerald and Merilyn Peacock.  At that meeting, after hearing the comments from the 
neighboring property owners, the City Council proposed two revisions to the proposed agreement.  The first 
revision required the Peacocks to construct a concrete wall on the property line to the south.  The Peacocks 
were agreeable to adding this provision to the agreement.  The second provision was to preclude delivery 
vehicles before 7 am.  Unfortunately, the Peacocks were not as accommodating on this request, due to the 
traffic concerns on Rochester Road during rush hour traffic.  As such, all negotiations towards the proposed 
agreement have concluded.   

 The criminal matters were set for a jury trial on Friday, February 22, 2002.  At that time, Gerald 
Peacock pled no contest to the unlawful expansion of the parking lot and also the unlawful expansion of 
building (the rear addition to building to accommodate a freezer).  The sentencing on these cases is 
scheduled for April 11, 2002.   

 As previously discussed, the disposition of the criminal case does not obtain compliance with Troy’s 
ordinances.  The Oakland County Circuit Court is the only authority that could grant the requested injunctive 
relief, which could include the removal of all illegal expansions of non-conforming uses.  Our office has 
therefore included the previously proposed alternate resolution directing our office to initiate an injunctive relief 
lawsuit against the Peacocks.   

 The neighboring property owners have expressed their concern over the City’s limited authority in 
this matter.  Our office and City staff representatives have met with the neighboring property owners on 
numerous occasions, but unfortunately, there is still some confusion about the limitations of the City absent an 
order of injunctive relief or an agreement.   

As an aside, the neighbors have asked that the attached public records from the Department of 
Agriculture be forwarded to the City Council for your review.   

If you have any questions concerning the above, please let me know.  

 



AGREEMENT  
 
 This agreement is voluntarily entered into between the CITY OF TROY (TROY) and 
GERALD and MERILYN PEACOCK (PEACOCK), concerning the property at 6355 Rochester 
Road, Troy, Michigan 48085 (PROPERTY).   
 

1. The legal description for the property owned by PEACOCK is:  The East 5 acres of 
the North 10 Acres of Southeast ¼ Section 3, T.2N., R.11E., City of Troy, Oakland 
County, Michigan.  However, the PROPERTY involved in this Agreement is defined 
and described to consist only of approximately the easterly 1.42 acres, the 
measurements of which are approximately 377.15 to the West by 163.56, since the 
remainder of the PROPERTY is not utilized as part of the legal non-conforming use 
described below.   

 
2. The property is currently zoned residential, R-1B, which generally precludes 

commercial uses.   
 

3. Commercial activity has occurred on the property since approximately 1925, when 
Edsel Peacock (father of PEACOCK) operated Peacock Farms, a poultry facility.  
Since TROY’s zoning classifications were enacted after this date, the commercial 
operation was permitted in the residentially zoned property, since it constitutes a legal 
continuance of a non-conforming use.   

 
4. The property has consistently been used as a poultry facility since approximately 

1925.  The business has undergone several changes in the operation.  Originally, the 
property was used to breed, purchase, raise, sell, and slaughter livestock and poultry.  
In addition, there were two large chicken (and fowl) coops, which also allowed for 
the collection and sale of eggs on the property and by delivery to customers off site.  
The coops were removed some time in the 1960s, since the business no longer raised 
and slaughtered their own fowl.  Instead, the poultry was purchased from Amish 
farmers in Indiana.  Poultry has always been sold on the property and by delivery by 
truck to various customers.  

 
5. The elimination of the slaughtering of livestock led to the use of two combination 

truck/semi trailers, which were used to transport poultry to and from the property and 
when the vehicles were not on the road they were used to store and refrigerate the 
poultry delivered to the property and to customers, and also to store pallets used to 
transport the poultry.  One of these trailers has already been removed from the 
PROPERTY.  There is presently one white semi-trailer on the property, which is 
presently used to refrigerate and store poultry and pallets.  It is TROY’s contention 
that the semi- trailer, which is 42 feet by 8 feet, is not permitted to remain on the 
property.  PEACOCK does not agree with this contention, but agrees with the 
alternative contained in this Agreement.   

 
6. In order to accommodate storage needs which will be displaced by the removal of two 

undesired storage units currently on the property, PEACOCK shall be permitted to 



construct an additional structure on the property.  This structure must be completed 
on or before June 30, 2002.  PEACOCK shall apply for a permit for this structure 
from TROY.  This permit shall not be denied by TROY, as long as the structure 
meets all of the following requirements:   

 
A. The structure shall be no larger than 20 feet (north-south dimension) by 26 feet 

(east-west dimension).   
B. The structure shall be limited to one story, and shall not exceed 14 feet in height, 

as defined in Section 04.20.23 of the City of Troy zoning ordinances.   
C. The structure shall be constructed of textured wood, and shall be painted 

immediately after completion.   
D. The structure shall have a pitched roof, with asphalt or fiberglass shingles.   
E. The structure may have a seven foot high garage door on the north side of the 

structure.  The door shall not exceed sixteen feet in width.  
F. The structure shall be located a minimum of six feet from the south property line.  
G. The structure shall be located at least ten feet west of the structure in the south 

eastern section of the PROPERTY (described as building #6355). 
H. There shall be no openings, such as windows or doors, on the south side of the 

structure.  
I. Exterior lighting may be permitted on the north side of the structure only.  The 

height of any exterior lighting shall be limited to eight (8) feet.  In addition, the 
proposed exterior lighting shall not create any light trespass on any property that 
adjoins the PROPERTY.  Any exterior lighting shall be reasonably approved by 
TROY (Housing and zoning inspectors).   

J. No mechanical equipment, including refrigeration units, compressors, or 
evaporative cooling units shall be placed on the exterior of the structure, except 
that ground mounted refrigeration equipment may be located north, west or east 
of the structure.  This ground mounted refrigeration equipment shall be designed, 
installed, and operated such that the noise level shall not exceed 65 decibels at the 
property line.   

K. The proposed structure shall comply with all TROY ordinances, except as 
otherwise stated in this agreement.  TROY agrees to expeditiously approve the 
plans for the structure and approve the use of the structure, so as not to delay 
PEACOCK’s ability to meet the June 30, 2002 date.   

 
7. PEACOCK has agreed to forever remove the white refrigeration semi- trailer from the 

property on or before June 30, 2002.  In addition, an existing storage building, which 
was built without a permit by PEACOCK and which currently houses a freezer, shall 
also be permanently removed by PEACOCK on or before June 30, 2002.  These 
structures shall be removed from the site, without consideration for whether the 
additional structure has been completed by that date.  In addition, no outside storage 
shall be permitted anywhere on the PROPERTY, with the sole exception that not 
more than 200 pallets may be stored outside, near the fence, during the busy season, 
which is defined as November 1 to December 31.  This limitation on outside storage 
does not include licensed trucks used in the business, two hi- low/ tractors, any 
licensed motor vehicles and any temporary storage due to necessary loading or 



processing of deliveries and shipments of poultry, when such required storage 
remains on the PROPERTY for less than 24 hours.  This PROPERTY also contains 
the PEACOCK residence.  The limitation on outside storage does not include a motor 
home or any incidental items that are stored outside that are a part of the use of the 
property for residential purposes.   

 
8. In consideration for permission to build the structure, as referenced in paragraph 6, 

PEACOCK shall also construct a six foot high privacy or stockade or other opaque 
fence on the PROPERTY.  This fence shall be installed along a portion of the south 
property line of what will be the remaining portion of the property after it is divided, 
as submitted to TROY as proposed Peacock Farms Site Condominiums.  The fence 
on the southern property line may be constructed in two phases.  The first phase shall 
be constructed on or before December 31, 2002, and shall start at a point 125 feet 
west of the east section line of Section 3,and shall extend to the structure in the south 
eastern section of the PROPERTY (described as building #6355).  The second phase 
shall be constructed on or before June 30, 2007, and shall extend for remainder of the 
south border of the property.  Nothing shall prohibit PEACOCK or their designees, in 
their discretion, from extending a fence along the full width of the western boundary 
line.  

 
9. In consideration for permission to build the structure, as referenced in paragraph 6, 

PEACOCK agrees to preclude delivery vehicles from outside vendors to and from the 
PROPERTY between the hours of 9 pm and 5 am, seven days a week.  Although 
TROY prefers to preclude traffic before 7 am in a residential area, the traffic 
congestion on Rochester Road currently requires three outside vendors with large 
delivery vehicles to arrive on four weekdays, between 5 and 6 am.  TROY will not 
interfere with these deliveries, as long as all other applicable TROY ordinances or 
state laws are satisfied.  This paragraph is in no way intended to restrict deliveries by 
smaller vehicles for commercial or residential use after 7 am and before 9 pm on any 
day.  This paragraph is in no way intended to limit smaller trucks in emergency 
situations at other hours, such as plumbing, electrical, refrigeration repair or tow 
trucks.   

 
10. PEACOCK agrees that no other structures or semi-trailers will be constructed or 

located on the PROPERTY without first obtaining a permit from TROY and in 
compliance with TROY ordinances.  PEACOCK agrees to permit TROY to conduct 
reasonable periodic inspections of the property to ensure that no unlawful expansion 
of a legal non-conforming use has occurred.  These inspections shall be conducted 
during regular business hours, and may continue for as long as the poultry facility 
remains on the property.  TROY inspectors shall announce their presence for such 
inspection when they come onto the PROPERTY.   

 
11. PEACOCK shall be required to add standard size gutters along the south side of the 

garage like storage building located west of the residence.  The downspout from these 
gutters shall be installed approximately 60 feet from the southwest corner of the 
garage like building and shall discharge onto the existing asphalt pavement on the 



Peacock property.  In addition, PEACOCK shall install an elbow and downspout 
extension on the end of the existing downspout at the southeast corner of the garage 
like storage building.  This extension shall be directed in a northeasterly direction and 
discharge onto the existing asphalt drive on the Peacock property.  All the above 
referenced gutter and downspout work shall be completed within thirty days of the 
execution of this agreement.  

 
12. PEACOCK shall also execute a 20’ wide by 110’ long temporary construction 

easement extending 110’ along the south property line, starting from the west 
property line of the Peacock farm property.  This temporary easement is to allow 
access for the construction of a catch basin and 60 feet of 8 inch diameter perforated 
drain pipe between the existing asphalt parking lot and the fence along the south 
property line.  These easements shall be granted as soon as practical.  These drain 
improvements shall be constructed in conjunction with the Peacock Farms Site 
Condominium development, along with catch basins, drains and swales as required 
by City of Troy development standards, so as to intercept runoff that currently flows 
in an easterly direction toward properties south of the Peacock farm.   

 
13. Although previously requested by TROY due to drainage concerns, the parking lots 

on the premises shall be permitted to remain on the PROPERTY as they currently 
exist, with the exception that PEACOCK shall be entitled to perform normal and 
routine maintenance to preserve the parking lots.  However, there shall be no 
expansion of the parking lots or enlargement of the footprint of the parking lots on the 
PROPERTY.  

 
14. This agreement shall be a covenant running with the PROPERTY, and shall therefore 

be recorded with the Oakland County Register of Deeds.  This agreement shall be 
binding upon and inure to the benefit of the parties, and all successors, assigns, heirs 
or tenants of the parties, and is enforceable by the parties or their successors, assigns, 
heirs, or tenants.   

 
15. All restrictions and permissions of the applicable TROY ordinances shall apply to the 

PROPERTY, except as otherwise provided by law.   
 
 
The undersigned acknowledge that they have the authority to execute this agreement.  
 
 
 
Signed this _____ day of February 2002.   
 
 
 
 
 



 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned hereunto affixed their signatures this ______ day 
of ______________, A.D. 2001. 
 
In presence of:       
 
PEACOCK:  
 
______________________________  _____________________________ 
        Gerald Peacock 
 
______________________________  _____________________________ 
        Merilyn Peacock 
 
 
TROY 
 
In presence of: 
______________________________  _______________________________ 
        Matt Pryor, Mayor 
 
______________________________  _______________________________ 
       Tonni Bartholomew, City Clerk 





















 
PROCLAMATION OF RECOGNITION 

Beaumont Hospitals Volunteers 
 
WHEREAS , Beaumont Hospitals are named for Dr. William Beaumont, who in 1822 at an isolated 
Army outpost on Mackinac Island, Michigan, made a breakthrough in the study of human digestion 
and physiology. His work is considered the most important work on these subjects at that time; and 
 
WHEREAS , Beaumont began as one hospital in 1955 in Royal Oak, Michigan and expanded by 
adding a hospital in Troy, Michigan in 1977.  It now includes five medical buildings, five nursing 
centers, primary and specialty care clinics, rehabilitation and health center, a research institute, 
comprehensive home care service, and hospice; and 
 
WHEREAS , The volunteers of Beaumont Hospitals have provided years of constant caring, 
assisting hospital staff with a purpose of aiding the patients, by giving so much time despite busy 
schedules and making a commitment to care for others; and 
 
WHEREAS , The dedicated volunteers of Beaumont Hospitals have reached a milestone by 
donating six million hours of service to Beaumont Hospitals; and 
 
WHEREAS , The patients and families that come to Beaumont Hospitals receive the best possible, 
personalized care in their time of need in great part due to the generosity and selflessness of 
volunteers; and  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy extends special 
recognition to all Beaumont Hospital Volunteers; and  
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Troy City Council and the Citizens of Troy admire the 
Beaumont Hospitals Volunteers commitment that has aided the community for so many years.  
This achievement reflects continuous support, dedication, and caring by an exceptional group of 
men and women.  
 
Presented this 4th day of March 2002. 
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LIBRARY ADVISORY BOARD MINUTES - FINAL JANUARY 10, 2002 
 
 
ITEM # 1  The Chairman, Lynne Gregory, called the meeting to order at 7:30 P.M., on 

Thursday January 10, 2002. 
 
ITEM # 2ROLL CALL PRESENT: David Cloyd 
   Margaret Gaffney 
           Lynne Gregory 
   Fern Nelsen 
   Nancy Wheeler 
   Michael Gladysz (Student Representative) 
     
  STAFF: Brian Stoutenburg, Library Director 
 
 
ITEM # 3  APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF DECEMBER 13, 2001. 
 
Motioned by Wheeler 
Supported by Cloyd 
 
MOVED, TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF DECEMBER 13, 2001 
AS WRITTEN. 

Yeas: 5  Ayes.  Cloyd, Gaffney, Gregory, Nelsen, Wheeler 
 
 
ITEM # 4  APPROVAL OF AGENDA. 
 
Motioned by Wheeler to approve agenda. 
Supported by Nelsen 

Yeas: 5  Ayes.  Cloyd, Gaffney, Gregory, Nelsen, Wheele r 
 
MOVED, TO APPROVE AGENDA CARRIED. 
 
 
ITEM #5  POSTPONED ITEMS  None. 
 
 
ITEM #6A  APPROVAL OF SLC PLAN OF SERVICES. 
 
Motioned by Cloyd to approve SLC Plan of Service. 
Supported by Wheeler 
 
Yeas:  5  Ayes.  Cloyd, Gaffney, Gregory, Nelsen, Wheeler 
 
ITEM #6B  BOARDS AND COMMITTEES BANQUET 
 
Announcement was made and members will be in attendance. 
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ITEM #6C  DISCUSSION OF SPACE REORGANIZATION 
 
The final walkthrough is scheduled for January 11, 2002.  A Board tour of the space 
affected will take place at the end of this meeting. 
 
ITEM #6D  BUDGET OVERVIEW FY2002/2003 
 
Highlights of the FY2002/03 budget request were reviewed. 
 
ITEM #7  REPORT AND COMMUNICATIONS 
 
Director’s report.  The Director’s Report is attached. 
 
Board Member comments.  No comments were made.  
 
Suburban Library Cooperative.  The letter from the SLC Director’s to SIRSI received 
a positive response to the problems.  The Board is reviewing a draft contract between 
MLC and SLC for services such as interloan, processing, cataloging and delivery.  
There have been cuts in State Aid due to the State Budget crisis.  Author Luncheon 
funds are being distributed to County Literacy groups in Oakland, Wayne and Macomb.  
Tammy Turgeon will visit the TPL Board at the February meeting. 
 
Friends of the Troy Public Library.  No report. 
 
Monthly Reports (December).  Circulation for the month of December compared with 
the same time period a year ago showed an increase of 42.4%.  There was an increase 
in Patron visits by 35.3%.  Program attendance was up 25.5%, and the number of 
library programs offered was up 3.0% 
 
Staff Changes. No Staff Changes. 
 
Gifts.  Seven gifts in the amount of $700.00 were received. 
 
Informational Items.   January TPL Calendar 
 
Contacts and Correspondence.  15 written comments from the  public were noted. 
 
Public Participation.  There was no public participation. 
 
The Library Advisory Board meeting adjourned at 8:15 P.M. 
 
Respectively submitted, 
 
 
 
Brian Stoutenburg 
Library Director 



Parks and Recreation Advisory Board – FINAL                                             January 10, 2002 
 

PARKS AND RECREATION ADVISORY BOARD 
Minutes of January 10, 2002 

 
 
Present:   Jeff Stewart, member   Orestes Kaltsounis, member 
  Gary Hauff, member   Kathleen Fejes, member 
  Larry Jose, member    Lucy Lu, student representative 
  Stuart Alderman, staff   Jeff Biegler, staff 
  Carol Anderson, staff 
 
 
Absent: Robert O’Brien, John Goetz, Tom Krent, Doug Bordas 
 
Chairman Jeff Stewart called the meeting to order at 7:33 p.m. 
 
A motion by Orestes Kaltsounis, supported by Kathleen Fejes, that the minutes from 
November 8, 2001 be approved as submitted.   
 
   Ayes: All  Nays: None 
   MOTION CARRIED 
 
New Business 

A. Park Board Ordinance – It was previously discussed that the Park Board 
Ordinance be changed to nine members.  City Council has decided to keep the 
Ordinance as it is currently written.  Another representative may be appointed in 
the future.   
Meeting Absences – According to City Code, if a person that is named to a board 
or commission misses 25% or 5 consecutive meetings, unless those absences are 
excused by the board, they can be removed.   

B. Street Tree Replacement Policy – Annual tree planting takes place in the fall.  
Approximately 500 trees are planted per year.  Previously, the policy was to 
replace a dead tree only if requested by the homeowner.  Staff is requesting that 
the policy be changed to replace all dead trees unless the homeowner requests not 
to have it replaced.   

 
A motion by Larry Jose, supported by Kathleen Fejes, that the Tree Replacement Policy be 
recommended for approval by City Council. 
 
  Ayes: All  Nays: None 
  MOTION CARRIED 
 
OLD BUSINESS 

A. Community Center Update – More than 70 Community Center passes were sold 
the first day.  Our goal is to sell 5,000 to 6,000.  It is scheduled to open in March.   

 
B. Section 1 Golf Course – The developer has done some surveying and engineering 

work and is still working on bonding.  The bonding is more difficult to obtain for this 
project because the golf course will be developed on a land fill.   
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C. Park Name Submissions  – Two additional requests were made for Park names.  A 
recommendation for the name of new Parks will be made when we have acquired 
all the land for Parks.   

 
D. Skatepark Update  – City Council will include the skatepark in the Civic Center site 

plan but have not committed to a location.   
 

E. Nature Center Update – Construction continues and the target date for opening is 
the end of January or early February. 

 
Staff Reports 

A. Directors Report – Section 36 property on Milverton is currently being surveyed to 
identify the property lines.   
 
Jeff Stewart will be attending the MRPA Conference that will be held in Traverse 
City from February 9 through the 13th.   

 
B. Recreation Report – The positions of Aquatics Coordinator and Gym Fitness 

Coordinator has been closed.  We will begin interviewing for these positions soon.   
 
The Spring bulletin is being prepared for mailing in February.   
 
The ski program is running.   
 
A letter to the middle and high school principals has been sent to request a list of 
names for a Teen Advisory Board.  We want input from teens as to what they want 
in the parks, programs and in the teen room of the Community Center.   

 
C. Parks Report – Tree pruning is done in sections 2 through 17.  Before spring they 

will have pruned more than 3,000 trees.   
 

The holiday decoration banners are down and the “Welcome To Troy” banners are 
up on Big Beaver Road. 
 
City Council awarded Firestation #1 the best decorated firehouse.   

 
A motion by Kathleen Fejes, supported by Larry Jose, that absent members be excused.   
 
  Ayes: All  Nays: None 
  MOTION CARRIED 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 8:57 p.m. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
_____________________________ 
Mary Peltier 
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The Chairman, Christopher Fejes called the meeting to order at 7:30 P.M., on Tuesday, 
January 15, 2002. 
 
PRESENT: Kenneth Courtney    Also Present: Mark Stimac 
  Christopher Fejes      Bob Davisson 
  Marcia Gies       Pam Pasternak 
  Michael Hutson  
  Matthew Kovacs 
  Mark Maxwell 
  Walter Storrs 
 
ITEM #1 – APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF DECEMBER 18, 2001 
 
Motion by Courtney 
Supported by Hutson 
 
MOVED, to approve the minutes of the meeting of December 18, 2001 as written. 
 
Yeas:   7 – All 
 
MOTION TO APPROVE MINUTES AS WRITTEN CARRIED 
 
ITEM #2 – RENEWAL REQUESTED.  SIEMENS AUTOMOTIVE, 4685 INVESTMENT 
DR., for relief of the Zoning Ordinance to maintain a 3’6” high landscaped berm along 
the west side of 4685 Investment, where a 6’ high decorative masonry screen wall is 
required. 
 
Mr. Stimac explained that the petitioner is requesting renewal of a variance granted by 
this Board for relief to maintain a 3’6” high landscaped berm along the west side of the 
site where a 6’ high decorative masonry screen wall is required.   This item last 
appeared before the Board at the meeting of December 2000 and was granted a one 
(1) year variance to allow the petitioner to add additional plantings and to allow the 
residents to determine if the additional plantings would provide the extra screening 
requested.  The Building Department has received notice from the Parks and 
Recreation Department stating that they feel that the extra plantings far exceed the 
requirements of the residents.  To date, conditions remain the same and there are no 
complaints or objections on file. 
 
This item first appeared before the Board at the meeting of December 18, 2001, and 
was postponed until the meeting of January 15, 2002, to allow the petitioner the 
opportunity to be present. 
 
Mr. Gary Carl, of Siemens Automotive was present and stated that they had worked 
very closely with the Parks and Recreation Department as well as the neighbors in the 
area to create the type of screening the residents wished. 
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ITEM #2 – con’t. 
Mr. Maxwell expressed concern over the fact that he thought there should be additional 
screening at the west end of the property in line with the driveway.  Mr. Carl explained 
that in working with the residents they had wanted smaller plant materials that would 
provide some color to the landscaping. 
 
Motion by Maxwell 
Supported by Gies 
 
MOVED, to grant Siemens Automotive, 4685 Investment Drive, a one-year (1) renewal 
of their variance for relief to maintain a 3’6” high landscaped berm along the west side 
of the site where a 6’ high decorative masonry screen wall is required. 
 

• Petitioner will look at the site to determine if extra plantings are needed on the 
west end of the property in line with the driveway. 

• Petitioner and the Building Department will determine if residents are satisfied 
with the plantings provided. 

 
Yeas:  All – 7 
 
MOTION TO GRANT VARIANCE FOR ONE-YEAR (1) YEAR CARRIED 
 
ITEM #3 – VARIANCE REQUESTED.  MR. & MRS. THOMAS GORMAN, 3811 
EASTBOURNE, for relief of the rear yard setback to construct a master bedroom 
addition. 
 
Mr. Stimac explained that the petitioners are requesting relief of the Zoning Ordinance 
regarding the rear yard setback to construct an addition to their home.  The site plan 
submitted indicates that the proposed master bedroom addition would result in a 30.19’ 
rear yard setback.  Section 30.10.02 of the Zoning Ordinance requires a 45’ minimum 
rear yard setback in the R-1B Zoning District. 
 
This item first appeared before this Board at the meeting of December 18, 2001 and 
was postponed until the meeting of January 15, 2002 to allow the petitioners the 
opportunity to determine what other options are available and to explore the possibility 
of adding on to his home on the north side of the property. 
 
New plans have now been submitted to the Building Department. The new plans reduce 
the depth of the addition to 13.5 feet to the back wall and 15.5 feet to the fireplace.  This 
revises the request for variance to a request for a 36.69’ rear yard where 45’ is required.  
Since the original public hearing notices advertised a 30.19’ rear yard no additional 
notices would be required. 
 
Mr. Kevin Hart, Architect for the petitioner and Mr. Thomas Gorman were present.  Mr. 
Hart explained that they had significantly reduced the size of the variance request and  
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ITEM #3 – con’t. 
explained that they could not build the addition on the north side of the home and 
maintain a practical layout with relation to the other bedrooms and could not construct it 
on the south side of the home due to the landmark trees that are located on that side of 
the property.   
 
Mr. Gorman explained that his home is small and his family would definitely enjoy the 
convenience of a second full bath, both for privacy for family members, as well as the 
convenience when they have visitors. 
 
The Chairman opened the Public Hearing.  No one wished to be heard and the Public 
Hearing was closed. 
 
There are four (4) written approvals on file.  There are no written objections on file. 
 
Motion by Kovacs 
Supported by Maxwell 
 
MOVED, to grant Mr. & Mrs. Thomas Gorman, 3811 Eastbourne relief of the rear yard 
setback to construct an addition to their home, which will result with a 36.69’ rear yard 
setback where 45’ is required. 
 

• Conforming is unnecessarily burdensome. 
• Variance does not permit the establishment of a prohibited use with the zoning 

district. 
• Variance does not cause an adverse effect to properties in the immediate vicinity 

or zoning district. 
 
Yeas:  5 – Kovacs, Maxwell, Storrs, Fejes, Gies 
Nays:  2 – Hutson, Courtney 
 
MOTION TO GRANT VARIANCE CARRIED 
 
ITEM #4 – VARIANCE REQUESTED.  MR. JOHN ALEXANDER, 2629 CREEKBEND, 
for relief of the front yard setback to construct a den addition. 
 
Mr. Stimac explained that the petitioner is requesting relief of the front yard setback to 
construct a den addition.  This property is located at the cul-de-sac at the end of 
Creekbend.  The property is located in a subdivision that utilized the Open Space 
Option as part of its design.  As such the lots are slightly smaller and the setbacks are 
reduced from the standard R-1A Zoning requirements.  The site plan submitted 
indicates construction of a den addition with a proposed front setback of 31’-1” to the 
front corner of the addition.  Section 34.20.03 requires a 35’ minimum front yard setback 
in this R-1A – open space subdivision. 
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ITEM #4 – con’t. 
Mr. Thomas Strat, Architect for the petitioner, and Mr. John Alexander were present.  
Mr. Strat explained that due to the configuration of this property this home sits on a cul-
de-sac and this prohibits construction of an addition in another area.  Mr. Strat went on  
to say that Mr. Alexander has put in a considerable amount of landscaping, and the 
addition would be concealed from the other residents.   
 
Mr. Maxwell asked how much of the foot print of the addition would intrude into the 
setback and Mr. Stimac estimated that an extremely small portion of the addition, a 
triangle approximately 4 feet by 12 feet, would actually encroach into the setback. 
 
The Chairman opened the Public Hearing.  No one wished to be heard and the Public 
Hearing was closed. 
 
There is one written approval on file.  There are no written objections on file. 
 
Motion by Maxwell 
Supported by Gies 
 
MOVED, to grant Mr. John Alexander 2629 Creekbend, relief of the front yard setback 
to construct a den addition, which will result in a front yard setback of 31’-1” where 35’ is 
required. 
 

• Configuration of lot creates a hardship for petitioner. 
• Variance involves only a small portion of the addition. 
• Variance will not cause an adverse effect on surrounding property. 

 
Yeas:  All – 7 
 
MOTION TO GRANT VARIANCE CARRIED 
 
ITEM #5 – VARIANCE REQUESTED.  DAVID DONNELLON, REPRESENTING Mr. 
VINCE PASSALACQUA, 1477 JOHN R., for relief of the front yard setback to construct 
an outdoor dining area. 
 
Mr. Stimac explained that the petitioner is requesting relief of Section 22.30.06 to 
construct structures for the outdoor dining area with a front yard setback of 14’ where a 
40’ front yard setback is required by Section 30.20.06.  The petitioner is proposing to 
construct an outdoor dining area in front of an existing restaurant.  The dining area 
includes a covered pavilion, gazebos and an enclosure wall around the dining area.  
Section 22.30.06 of the Zoning Ordinance requires that structures, built as part of an 
outdoor dining area, comply with the setback requirements of the district in which they 
are located.  Section 30.20.06 requires a 40’ front setback in the B-3 (General 
Business) Zoning District.  The proposed structures are located within 14’ of the front 
property line. 
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ITEM #5 – con’t. 
Mr. Stimac further explained that the petitioner is also requesting relief of Paragraph L 
of Section 31.30.00 at 1419 John R., to have parking within 46’ of the front property line 
where a 50’ front yard, free of parking, is required.  The petitioner applied for and 
received approval from City Council to have some of his required parking on the 
adjacent, industrially zoned, parcel to the south.  In order to implement this required 
parking the petitioner needs to expand the parking lot.  This expansion of the parking lot 
will result in the parking lot being located 46’ from the front property line along John R.  
Paragraph L of Section 31.30.00 of the Zoning Ordinance requires that the 50’ front 
yard setback required in the M-1 (Light Industrial) Zoning District be kept free of parking 
and maneuvering lanes. 
 
Mr. David Donnellon, representing Vince Passalacqua was present and stated that the 
existing building is setback 45’ from John R.  Mr. Donnellon went on to say that this 
building was built back in the 1960s, and did not understand why the original owner set 
it back that far from the road.  Mr. Donnellon explained that the petitioner wishes to 
expand this restaurant, to bring it in line with other locations that he owns, and wants to 
make it more attractive to customers.  Mr. Donnellson also explained that a wall will 
surround the outdoor dining and that the “gazebos” in each corner, are not permanent 
structures, but would only be covered dining areas.   
 
Mr. Storrs asked Mr. Donnellon about the circular structure depicted on his drawings, 
and whether or not it would be enclosed.  Mr. Donnellon stated that this structure was 
considered “open air dining”.  Mr. Storrs also asked if a variance would be required, if 
the corner structures, were not going to be added.  Mr. Stimac stated that the reason 
the variance was required, was because the structures had a roof and were therefore 
required to comply with the setbacks. 
 
Mr. Maxwell asked about the City’s plans for the future right of way, and Mr. Stimac 
stated that according the Master Land Use Plan, the future right of way would be 75’ 
each side, and eventually John R. would have a boulevard, which would be extended 
from its current location to just south of Maple Road.  Mr. Maxwell then asked about the 
use of the adjacent property for parking and Mr. Donnellon stated that they have a 
perpetual lease with the owners of this property, as long as the area is maintained and a 
nominal fee is paid. 
 
Mr. Kovacs asked how close the structures would be to John R., and Mr. Stimac 
explained that at this point it was difficult to say, but believes that typically a 
boulevarded thoroughfare is approximately 85’ in width; which would leave about 25’ to 
30’ of land between the sidewalk and the curb on each side.  Mr. Stimac went on to say 
that if approved as proposed these structures would be approximately 39’ to 45’ from 
the paved portion of the road. 
 
The Chairman opened the Public Hearing.  No one wished to be heard and the Public 
Hearing was closed. 
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ITEM 5 – con’t. 
There are no written responses on file. 
 
Motion by Courtney 
Supported by Gies 
 
MOVED, to grant David Donnellon, representing Vice Passalacqua, 1477 John R., relief 
of Section 22.30.06 to construct structures for the outdoor dining area with a front yard 
setback of 14’ where a 40’ front yard setback is required by Section 30.20.06 and relief 
of Paragraph L of Section 30.30.00 at 1419 John R. to have parking within 46’ of the 
front property line where a 50’ front yard, free of parking, is required. 
 

• Structures and wall be designed only as depicted in drawings submitted by 
petitioner. 

• Variance is not contrary to public interest. 
• Variance will not have an adverse effect on surrounding property. 
• Conformance is unnecessarily burdensome. 

 
Yeas:   6 – Maxwell, Storrs, Courtney, Fejes, Gies, Kovacs 
Nays:  1 – Hutson 
 
MOTION TO GRANT VARIANCES CARRIED 
 
Mr. Storrs stated that his tenure on the Board of Zoning Appeals had ended, and Ms. 
Cynthia Pennington, had been appointed by City Council to replace him.  Mr. Storrs 
went on to say that he thoroughly enjoyed being a part of this Board. 
 
The Board of Zoning Appeals meeting adjourned at 8:28 P.M. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MS/pp 
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TROY HISTORICAL COMMISSION MINUTES – DRAFT JANUARY 22, 2002 
 
 
Meeting was called to order at 7:30 P.M., on Tuesday, January 22, 2002. 
 
 
PRESENT: Roger Kaniarz 
 Kevin Lindsey 
 Rosemary Kornacki 
 Brian Wattles 
 Muriel Rounds 
 Sucheta Sikdar, High School Rep. 
 
STAFF: Loraine Campbell, Museum Manager 
 Brian Stoutenburg, Director 
 
ABSENT: Ed Bortner (excused) 
 
 
ITEM #1 APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF NOVEMBER 27, 2001. 
 
MOVED, TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF NOVEMBER 27, 2001 
AS WRITTEN. 
 
ITEM #2 OLD BUSINESS 

A. Church and Parsonage Status: 
Architect, Gerald Yurk presented his report to City Council on December 17, 2001.  
Council was informed that all the historic commissions and organizations in Troy all 
supported Option 3 as presented.  The report was accepted as a non-action item, 
and referred it to City management for budgetary considerations.  
 
Gerald Yurk has now provided Brian with a 17-month timeline for completion of the 
entire project, suggesting dismantling and moving the structures between August 
2002 and January 2003 and the dedication of the fully moved and restored 
structures in June/July 2003.  It was noted that the structures would be reassembled 
immediately after the pieces are moved. 
 

B. Programs: 
School group programming is proceeding as scheduled.  
 
Twenty-five people attended the January Troy Lecture despite heavy snow that 
evening.  
 
Day Trips will be offered instead of Troy Lectures during the summer.  The Museum 
will offer a trip on June 15 to the Rutherford B. Hayes Library and Presidential 
Center in Fremont, Ohio. 
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The new exhibit commemorating the 50th Anniversary of the Troy Police Department 
will open on Friday, February 15, 2002.  A reception will be held between 1 and 4 
pm.  On May 18, 2002 the Museum will host a special Police Day featuring police 
vehicles, finger printing for minors, canine drills, a special ceremony, and donuts 
with your favorite officer. 

 
C. Lead and asbestos abatement: 

All barrels from the Caswell paint abatement project have been removed. Wood 
repair is in progress at this time.  
 
Soil abatement around the Caswell Home will be completed next.  Following 
removal of the contaminated soil, the contractor will dig down to the base of the 
basement walls and waterproof the walls. 
 
All remediation in the Wagon Shop was completed in time for Hanging of the 
Greens.  The building was open and used that day. 
 

D. Review of Photo Usage and Oral History Forms 
 The forms are still under review by the Legal Department. 
 
E. Structural Assessment/ Physical Maintenance Plan: 

The proposal to asses and develop a management plan of all the structures on the 
Museum site and the Green itself has been approved.  Gerald Yurk will be retained 
to complete this work.  He plans on completing a comprehensive study including a 
review of traffic flow by school groups and the public. 

 
ITEM #3 NEW BUSINESS 

A. Troy Historical Society Liaison Report: 
The January meeting was cancelled due to Harriet Barnard’s accident and 
hospitalization in December. 

 
B. New Acquisitions:  

See attached report. Commission members also reviewed the completed finding 
guide for the Jeanne Stine Collection. 

 
C. FY 2002/03 Budget: 

Brian reported that the Museum will request an additional staff position equivalent to 
a library page, to answer the phone, greet the public and provide basic information 
to visitors during weekend hours freeing interpreters to focus on programs. 
 
The budget also includes significant capital requests including funds for: 

1. The Church/ Parsonage project 
2. Roofs for the Print Shop and Log Cabin 
3. Electrical upgrades in the buildings 
4. New carpeting and paint for the Main building 
5. Exterior paint for the buildings 

 
A. Other: 
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Roger Kaniarz has provided Loraine with pictures of a barn that is available. 
Loraine indicated she now has leads on three barns available for relocation at the 
Museum. 

 
ITEM # 4 REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS 

A. Visitors:  No report. 
 
B. Staff:   

Jim Marquardt resigned shortly before Christmas. The position will be posted in 
February.  

 
C. Commission Members:   

Vacancy will be filled soon. 
 

The Troy Historical Commission meeting adjourned at 9:30 P.M. 
 
The next regular meeting is scheduled on Tuesday, February 26, 2002. Brian Wattles will 
take minutes at that meeting. 
 
 
Respectively submitted, 
 
 
 
Loraine Campbell 
Museum Manager 
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ITEM A – CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL 
 
The Chairman, Leonard Bertin, called the meeting to order at 7:00 pm Wednesday, 
February 6, 2002.  
 
Present:  L. Bertin, member   C. Buchanan, member 
   A. Done, member   K. Gauri, member 
   D. House, member   N. Johnson, member 
   D. Kasunic, alt member  D. Kuschinsky, member 
   D. Pietron,  member  J. Rodgers, member 
   J. Shah, alt member 
 
Also   J. Ong, student   M. Grusnick, staff 
Present: S. Lu, student   M. McGinnis, staff 
    
 
Absent: S. Burt, alt member 
 
ITEM B – APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF DECEMBER 5, 2001  
 
Buchanan moved to approve the minutes of December 5, 2001, and Gauri seconded the 
motion.  All voted in favor. 
 
ITEM C – VISITORS, DELEGATIONS AND GENERAL PUBLIC 
 
Bob Berk, Chairperson of Troy Daze 
Leslie Bargiel, Disability Awareness Workshop 
Mark Wiedelman and Ann Sliney – Parents of children with mental disabilities 
Pauline Manetta, Troy Resident 
Nancy Sura, Past Chairman of Disabilities Committee 
 
ITEM D – NEW BUSINESS 
 
Bob Berk started his presentation with a brief history of Troy Daze.  He stated that the Troy 
Daze Committee is made up of 2 groups, (1) An advisory group and (2) Event 
Chairpersons, with the goal of bringing the people of Troy together for a family event.  The 
Troy Daze Committee is open to suggestions from the Disability Committee on how to 
make this annual event more appealing for persons with disabilities. 
 
There are 2 areas in which they would like the input of this Committee, (1) parking, and (2) 
getting around  the grounds.  Berk encouraged members of the Disabilities Committee to 
attend their meetings and discuss these items. The meetings are on the 4th Tuesdays of 
each month at 7:30 p.m. at the Community Center, room 202.  Bertin stated that he would 
try to attend and obtain a layout of the grounds for this Committee to study and to give 
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some suggestions for accessibility of the grounds.  Pick up and drop off points from the 
parking lot and the tent area will be discussed. 
      
 
Leslie Bardell is a member of the Oakland County Schools “Disabilities Awareness 
Workshop”, and brought a video that gives information about the event.  This workshop will 
be put on at each school in Troy for fourth graders so that they may become familiar with 
some of the difficulties that the disabled face each day.  Bardell asked if members of the 
Committee might have a special idea to share with the students or if anyone would like to 
help at a hands on activity station at the workshop. 
 
Mark Wiedelman and Ann Sliney attended the meeting to represent a group of parents of 
children with mental disabilities.  They are asking the City of Troy to sponsor a summer 
camp program and to reduce the cost so that it is affordable.  They would like a 6 or 8 
week program at a place with a pool facility and instructors for the mentally disabled. 
 
Wiedelman ask for suggestions for Community outreach dollars, and the Committee 
responded with several suggestions of possible funding for this camp.  Wiedelman also 
asked for a letter from this Committee demonstrating support for a camp of this kind. 
 
Bertin suggested this Committee pass a resolution of support for this group of starting a 
camp for children with mental disabilities. Bertin made a motion that the Disabilities 
Committee ask the City for support in the expansion of recreational opportunities for a 
special needs summer camp.  Johnson supported the motion.  All voted in favor. 
 Bertin also suggested that they find a name for their group for ease of identification.  For 
any member that would like to keep in contact with these parents, please contact Mark 
Wiedelman, (248) 433-1500 or e-mail at mw@sjcap.net. 
 
 
ITEM E – REGULAR BUSINESS 
 
Bertin has received correspondence from the Senior Citizens Committee stating that they 
are joining in the Disabilities Committees resolve to ask the City to seek more federal 
funding on behalf of Persons with Disabilities and Senior Citizens for participation in the 
Community Center. 
 
 
 
ITEM F – OLD BUSINESS 
 
Bertin introduced correspondence from Jack Nixon, who has personal mobility issues, 
about the lack of handicapped parking at Somerset Mall.  Mr. Nixon has been in contact 
with James Gerety, General Manager at Somerset who wrote a letter suggesting that 
persons with disabilities can use the valet parking at no charge.  It was pointed out that 
some vehicles are specially equipped for the disabled person and valet personnel are not 
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trained to drive these vehicles.  Johnson stated that she would like to see more parking at 
the center of the mall, that the parking is not evenly distributed between entrances.  
 
 
Bertin stated that there is also a motorized scooter at the conceivers desk, but this is not 
near the door where one would enter the building.  However, it was stated that a person 
can call ahead and have the scooter at the door. 
 
In a review of the January 2002 joint meeting with City Council, Bertin stated that the 
meeting went well.  He was seriously disappointed in the minutes with the first item of 
business with the discussion of the fee structure for the new Community Center.  The 
minutes stated that Bertin said that a 10% discount for people with disabilities was not 
enough.  Bertin believes he went a little further in that he had rational for why it was not 
enough.  Bertin felt that this one sentence did not adequally cover what the Committee was 
trying to get City Council to understand with regard to income levels and data that is 
available from national originations of disabilities as well as the Censes Department 
regarding income guidelines.  He stated that he can only hope that the members of Council 
that were not present have had opportunity to watch the video so they know what was said.  
Bertin is disappointed that information was not reflected in the official record. 
 
Kuschinsky made a motion to accept the January 2002 Minutes with City Council, and to 
forward Bertins supporting data with the February Minutes.  Johnson seconded the motion.  
All voted in favor. 
 
ITEM G – INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 
 
Gauri suggested that each member note ideas for the brochure for the Advisory 
Committee for Disabilities.  This will give something to put in the rack at City Hall so that 
people can learn about the Committee. 
 
Bertin encouraged our student representatives to become involved in or encourage others 
to become involved in  “Courage First” the anti-drinking commercial made by high school 
students.  There could be scholarship money available, and they have extended the 
deadline, so there is still time to become involved. 
 
Sura reported that in March of this year, she would start a specialized camp for adaptive 
students at the Community Center daily from 10 am until 2 pm. 
 
 
ITEM H - ADJOURN 
 
Motion was made to adjourn by Kuschinsky and seconded by Gauri.  Meeting was 
adjourned at  9:00 p.m.                                                                                 
                                                                                                                    MG:mm 
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The Chairman, Ted Dziurman, called the Building Code Board of Appeals meeting to 
order at 8:30 A.M., on Wednesday, February 6, 2002. 
 
PRESENT: Ted Dziurman  ALSO PRESENT: Mark Stimac 
  Richard Sinclair     Ginny Norvell 
  Bill Need      Pam Pasternak 
  Frank Zuazo 
  Rick Kessler 
 
ITEM #1 – APPROVAL OF MINUTES – MEETING OF JANUARY 2, 2002 
 
Motion by Need 
Supported by Kessler 
 
MOVED, to approve the minutes of the meeting of January 2, 2002 as written. 
 
Yeas:  All – 5 
 
MOTION TO APPROVE MINUTES AS WRITTEN CARRIED 
 
ITEM #2 – VARIANCE REQUESTED. A.J. BOWMAN, 5615 JOHN R., for relief of 
Chapter 83 to erect a 6’ high privacy fence. 
 
Mr. Stimac explained that the petitioner is requesting relief of Chapter 83 to erect a 6’ 
high privacy fence at 5615 John R.  This property is located at the northwest corner of 
the intersection of John R and Abbottsford and is by definition a double front corner lot.  
As such it has a front yard on both John R. and Abbotsford.  The site plan submitted 
indicates a 6’ high privacy fence in the front setback along Abbotsford.  Chapter 83 
limits the height of fences in front setbacks to 30”. 
 
A.J. Bowman was present and stated that he is a U.S. Army veteran and moved from 
Royal Oak to Troy approximately six (6) years ago.  Mr. Bowman stated that he takes 
great pride in his property and has worked very hard to make improvements.  Mr. 
Bowman went on to say that is very concerned about the safety, welfare and security of 
his family.  Mr. Bowman said that on more than one occasion he has observed 
suspicious vehicles parked along his property on Abbottsford.  Mr. Bowman also said 
that one of his nephews has hurt himself by going into the ditch along John R.   
 
Mr. Dziurman asked Mr. Bowman about the existing fence, and Mr. Bowman stated that 
the fence on the north side of the property was installed first.  Mr. Bowman went on to 
say that a contractor installed the fence at the rear of the property, but he did not realize 
he needed a permit, and did not know he was in violation until he received a notice from 
the Building Department. 
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ITEM #2 – con’t. 
Mr. Need asked Mr. Stimac about the proposed fence on the south side of the property.  
Mr. Stimac explained that the Building Department could not issue a permit for this 
fence, as it does not conform to the Ordinance because it is too high. 
 
The Chairman opened the Public Hearing.  No one wished to be heard and the Public 
Hearing was closed. 
 
There is one written objection on file.  There are no written approvals on file. 
 
Mr. Dziurman asked if Mr. Bowman had spoken to the neighbors, who would be the 
most affected by this fence.  Mr. Bowman stated that no one has approached him and 
told him that they would not approve of this fence, and also that he has literally changed 
the appearance of this property from “night to day”.  Mr. Bowman also stated that he 
has spoken to several of his friends and attorneys, and neither they nor he, believes 
that this Ordinance applies to his property.  Mr. Bowman believes that this Ordinance is 
incorrect.  Mr. Dziurman pointed out that if the fence were to be moved back, a variance 
would not be required. 
 
Mr. Need asked Mr. Bowman what his hardship was, and why he needed to put the 
fence in this location.  Mr. Bowman stated that he feels like they are living in a zoo and 
wished to enclose his yard and provide security for his family.  He indicated a concern 
that young children could get out into the open ditch along Abbotsford.  Mr. Dziurman 
pointed out that Mr. Bowman could put up a 6’ high privacy fence but needed a variance 
because he wished to put the fence along the street.  Mr. Need stated that the fence 
could be placed further back on the property and would give Mr. Bowman the protection 
from the ditch he was asking for. 
 
Mr. Stimac explained that in the R-1C Zoning District a 30’ front yard setback and 
presently the existing home has a 10’ setback. 
 
Motion by Need 
Supported by Kessler 
 
MOVED, to grant A.J. Bowman, 5615 John R., relief of Chapter 83 to erect a 6’ high 
privacy fence along Abbotsford. 
 

• Fence is to be erected no closer than 10’ from the south property line. 
• Petitioner did not demonstrate a hardship for the fence to be at the property line. 
• This variance would not be contrary to public interest. 

 
Yeas:  All – 5 
 
MOTION TO GRANT VARIANCE WITH STIPULATION CARRIED 
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ITEM #3 – VARIANCE REQUESTED. PATTI FRANZ, OF ALLIED SIGNS, INC., 100 E. 
BIG BEAVER – SBC, for relief of Chapter 78 to replace two existing wall signs located 
on the penthouse at 100 E. Big Beaver. 
 
Mr. Stimac explained that the petitioner is requesting relief of Chapter 78 to replace two 
existing wall signs, which are each 428 square feet in size.  These signs were approved 
with a variance in March 1999.  The replacement signs are each 309 square feet. 
 
Section 9.02.03, A of the Sign Ordinance permits only one major wall sign, 200 square 
feet in size.  Section 2.02.05 prohibits the placement of any sign above the roofline.  
The proposal submitted exceeds the permitted number of signs and the maximum size 
permitted by the Ordinance.  In addition, being above the roofline, it does not comply 
with placement restrictions. 
 
Mr. Randy Schmidt of Allied Signs was present and stated that they wished to replace 
the existing signs with signs which will actually be smaller in size.  Mr. Schmidt 
explained that the new signs are necessary because of a name change.  Mr. Schmidt 
also stated that they wished the new signs to remain in the same location. 
 
Mr. Dziurman asked if other signs were going to be changed and Ms. Norvell stated that 
just the face of the existing ground sign will be changed and that permits are not 
required for that scope of work. 
 
The Chairman opened the Public Hearing.  No one wished to be heard and the Public 
Hearing was closed. 
 
There are no written objections or approvals on file. 
 
Motion by Need 
Supported by Sinclair 
 
MOVED, to grant Allied Signs, Inc., 100 E. Big Beaver – SBC, relief of Chapter 78 to 
replace two existing wall signs located on the penthouse at 100 E. Big Beaver. 
 

• Replacement signs will be smaller than existing signs. 
• Variance is not contrary to public interest. 
• Variance will not have an adverse effect on surrounding property. 

 
Yeas:  All – 5 
 
MOTION TO GRANT VARIANCE CARRIED 
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ITEM #4 – VARIANCE REQUESTED. WARREN SIGN SYSTEMS, REPRESENTING 
CHAMPION CELLULAR WAREHOUSE, 2551 LIVERNOIS, for relief to install a 33 
square foot wall sign. 
 
Mr. Stimac explained that the petitioner is requesting relief of Chapter 78 to install a 33 
square foot wall sign at 2551 Livernois.  Section 9.02.03, D of the Sign Ordinance limits 
the size of a tenant identification wall sign to 20 square feet in the O-M Zoning District.  
The proposed sign will exceed the maximum square footage allowed by the Ordinance. 
 
Jeff Johnson, of Warren Signs was present and stated that this store is a cellular 
telephone outlet and that visibility is very poor for oncoming traffic.  Mr. Johnson went 
on to say that they are attempting to develop uniformity from one location to another by 
having the same identifying sign.  Mr. Johnson also explained that if this business was 
located in a normal business zoned district, rather than an office zoned district a larger 
sign would be allowed.   
 
Mr. Dziurman asked what the size of the present sign and Mr. Johnson said that it is 28 
square feet.  Ms. Norvell stated that Building Department records indicate that the 
existing sign should only be 20 square feet. 
 
The Chairman opened the Public Hearing.  No one wished to be heard and the Public 
Hearing was closed. 
 
There are no written approvals or objections on file. 
 
Mr. Stimac clarified that in a business zoned district, a sign could be 10% of the face of 
the building; therefore based upon the size of this tenant space, the maximum size of 
the sign could be 33’.  
 
Mr. Johnson stated that a 20 square foot sign would make visibility very poor and the 
sign would not be legible. 
 
Motion by Need 
Supported by Kessler 
 
MOVED, to deny the request of Warren Sign Systems, representing Champion Cellular 
Warehouse, 2551 Livernois, for relief to install a 33 square foot wall sign. 
 

• Petitioner did not demonstrate a hardship. 
 
Yeas:  2 – Need, Kessler 
Nays:  3 – Dziurman, Zuazo, Sinclair 
 
MOTION TO DENY FAILS 
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ITEM #4 – con’t. 
Motion by Sinclair 
Supported by Zuazo 
 
MOTION to approve the request of Warren Sign Systems, representing Champion 
Cellular Warehouse, 2551 Livernois, relief to install a 33 square foot wall sign. 
 

• Variance is not contrary to public interest. 
• Variance will not have an adverse effect on surrounding property. 

 
Yeas:  3 – Zuazo, Sinclair, Dziurman 
Nays:  2 – Kessler, Need 
 
MOTION TO GRANT REQUEST CARRIED 
 
ITEM #5 –VARIANCE REQUESTED. PAUL SCREWS, 1663 HILLMAN, for relief of 
Chapter 83 to erect a 4’ fence. 
 
Mr. Stimac explained that the petitioner is requesting relief to erect a 48” fence at 1663 
Hillman.  This property is located at the southwest corner of Hillman and Langford and 
is, by definition, a double front corner lot.   As such it has front yards along both Hillman 
and Langford.  Chapter 83 limits the height of fences in front setbacks to 30”.  The 
permit application submitted indicates a 48” high non-obscuring fence in the front 
setback along Langford. 
 
Mr. Paul Screws was present and stated that presently he has a 30” split rail fence and 
wished to replace it with a 4’ aluminum picket fence.  Mr. Screws explained that they 
have two small dogs and he has placed wire along the split rail fence in order to keep 
the dogs in his yard.  Mr. Screws stated that he would like a fence that is more modern 
and would require less upkeep.  Mr. Screws also said that because of the location of the 
fence it would not create a problem with visibility from the corner.   
 
Mr. Dziurman stated that from the site plan submitted it was apparent that the proposed 
fence would be put in an easement area.  Mr. Screws stated that he was aware of this 
and realized that if anyone had to get on the property the fence would have to be 
removed. 
 
Mr. Need asked Mr. Screws if there would be any hardship if the fence were to be 
moved a few feet off the property line to allow for some landscaping to be placed 
between the fence and the sidewalk.  Mr. Screws stated that he saw no problem with 
that requirement. 
 
The Chairman opened the Public Hearing.  No one wished to be heard and the Public 
Hearing was closed. 
 
There are six (6) written approvals on file.  There are no objections on file. 
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ITEM #5 – con’t. 
Motion by Need 
Supported by Zuazo 
 
MOVED, to grant Paul Screws, 1663 Hillman, relief of Chapter 83 to erect a 4’ non-
obscuring fence in the front setback along Langford. 
 

• Fence will be erected at least 3’ from the front property line. 
• Additional landscaping will be provided between the sidewalk and fence line. 

 
Yeas:  4 – Zuazo, Dziurman, Kessler, Need 
Abstain: 1 – Sinclair 
 
MOTION TO GRANT VARIANCE REQUESTED 
 
ITEM #6  - VARIANCE REQUESTED. ALLIED SIGNS, 1794 MAPLELAWN, SUBARU, 
for relief of Chapter 78 to install a secondary wall sign. 
 
Mr. Stimac explained that the petitioner is requesting relief of Chapter 78 to install a 
secondary wall sign at 1794 Maplelawn that would be 43 square feet in size.  The 
petitioner has a 32 square foot primary wall sign with the name Mazda and wishes to 
install a second 43 square foot Subaru sign. Section 9.02.05, A of the Sign Ordinance 
limits the size of a secondary wall sign to 20 square feet. 
 
Randy Schmidt of Allied Signs was present and stated that this is the smallest size they 
could erect, which would still allow the sign to be illuminated.  Mr. Schmidt also 
explained that this logo is given to them by the parent company, and is used to create 
conformity for each dealership. 
 
The Chairman opened the Public Hearing.  No one wished to be heard and the Public 
Hearing was closed. 
 
There are no written approvals or objections on file. 
 
Motion by Kessler 
Supported by Sinclair 
 
MOVED, to grant Allied Signs, 1794 Maplelawn, Subaru, relief of Chapter 78 to install a 
secondary wall sign that would be 43 square feet in size. 
 

• Variance is not contrary to public interest. 
• Variance would not have an adverse effect on surrounding property. 
 

Yeas:  All – 5 
 
MOTION TO GRANT VARIANCE CARRIED 
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ITEM #7 – VARIANCE REQUESTED.  BEACON SIGN COMPANY, 5600 CROOKS, 
for relief of Chapter 78 to install 4-tenant wall signs on existing canopies. 
 
Mr. Stimac explained that the petitioner is requesting relief of Chapter 78 to install 4 wall 
signs, each 6 square feet in size, on the existing canopies at 5600 Crooks.  Section 
9.02.03, D of the Sign Ordinance permits one tenant identification wall sign a maximum 
size of 20 square feet at this location.  The proposal to install 4 signs exceeds the 
number permitted by the Ordinance.  This location also currently displays the primary 
sign for this building.  The allowable 200 square feet of primary signage is used to 
encompass the two 27 square foot “Palm Restaurant “ signs and the area in between to 
form one sign.  Mr. Stimac also stated that presently the existing signs take up a total of 
78 square feet. 
 
Mr. Paul Harris of Beacon Sign Company was present and stated that they wished to 
add these signs for increased visibility.  Mr. Harris also stated that these signs would be 
aesthetically pleasing. 
 
Mr. Need asked for clarification regarding the amount of square footage requested and 
Mr. Stimac explained that the petitioner is requesting an additional 24 square feet. 
 
Mr. Zuazo asked if the addition of the new signs would bring the total amount of signage 
to more than 200 square feet, and Mr. Stimac stated that the signage would still be 
below 200 square feet. 
 
The Chairman opened the Public Hearing.  No one wished to be heard and the Public 
Hearing was closed. 
 
There are two (2) written approvals on file.  There are no written objections on file. 
 
Motion by Need 
Supported by Sinclair 
 
MOVED, to grant Beacon Sign Company, 5600 Crooks, relief of Chapter 78 to install 4 -
tenant wall signs on existing canopies. 
 

• Total amount of signage will not exceed allowable amount of 200 square feet. 
• Additional signs will be letters added to bottom of canopies. 
• Variance is not contrary to public interest. 

 
Yeas:  All – 5 
 
MOTION TO GRANT VARIANCE CARRIED 
 
The Building Code Board of Appeals meeting adjourned at 9:23 A.M. 
 
MS/pp 
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A meeting of the Employees’ Retirement System Board of Trustees was held on Wednesday, 
February 13, 2002, at City Hall in Conference Room “C”.  The meeting was called to order at 3:05 
p.m. 

 
 

TRUSTEES PRESENT: Mark Calice 
Mark Halsey 
Thomas Houghton, Chairman 
John M. Lamerato 
Anthony Pallotta 
John Szerlag 
 

ABSENT: Robert Crawford 
 

ALSO PRESENT: Laura Fitzpatrick 
 
 
MINUTES 
 
Resolution # 02-06 
Moved by Halsey 
Seconded by Szerlag 
 
RESOLVED, that the minutes of the January 9, 2002, meeting be approved.  
 
Yeas:  All 6 
Absent: Crawford 
 
 
RETIREMENT REQUESTS 
 
Resolution # 02-07 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Halsey 
 
RESOLVED, that the retirement requests of Christine Zimny, 2/16/02, and James J. Saylor, 
4/13/02, be approved.  
 
Yeas:  All 6 
Absent: Crawford 
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OTHER BUSINESS 
 
Credited Service Report 
 
Resolution # 02-08 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Calice 
 
RESOLVED, that the Credited Service Report for the year ended December 31, 2001 be 
approved.  
 
Yeas:  All 6 
Absent: Crawford 
 
 
 
INVESTMENTS 
 
Resolution # 02-09 
Moved by Pallotta 
Seconded by Calice 
 
RESOLVED, that we purchase the following shares of stock and bonds:   
 
 
Stocks 
 25,000 Kmart   10,000 Liberty Media Group 
 5,000 Panera Bread  5,000 International Game Technologies 
 5,000 PFChang's 
 
Bonds 
 $500,000 GM, 7.25%, 2/15/52 
 
 
Yeas:  All 6 
Absent: Crawford 
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EXCUSE ABSENT MEMBER 
 
Resolution # 02-10 
Moved by Lamerato 
Seconded by Szerlag 
 
RESOLVED, that Robert Crawford be excused.   
 
Yeas:  All 6 
Absent: Crawford 
 
 
 
The next meeting is March 13, 2002 at 3:00 p.m. at the Department of Public Works. 
 
 
The meeting adjourned at 4:00 p.m. 
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LIBRARY ADVISORY BOARD MINUTES - DRAFT FEBRUARY 14, 2002 
 
 
ITEM # 1  The Chairman, Lynne Gregory, called the meeting to order at 7:30 P.M., on 

Thursday February 14, 2002. 
 
ITEM # 2ROLL CALL PRESENT: David Cloyd 
   Margaret Gaffney 
           Lynne Gregory 
   Nancy Wheeler 
        
  STAFF: Brian Stoutenburg, Library Director 
 
Motioned by Gaffney 
Supported by Cloyd 
 
MOVED TO EXCUSE FERN NELSEN AND MICHAEL GLADYSZ 
 
Yeas: 4  Ayes.  Cloyd, Gaffney, Gregory, Wheeler 
 
 
ITEM # 3  APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF JANUARY 10, 2001. 
 
Motioned by Gaffney 
Supported by Wheeler 
 
MOVED, TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF  JANUARY 10, 2001 
AS WRITTEN. 

Yeas: 4  Ayes.  Cloyd, Gaffney, Gregory, Wheeler 
 
 
ITEM # 4  APPROVAL OF AGENDA. 
 
Motioned by Wheeler to approve agenda. 
Supported by Gaffney 

Yeas: 4  Ayes.  Cloyd, Gaffney, Gregory, Wheeler 
 
MOVED, TO APPROVE AGENDA CARRIED. 
 
 
ITEM #5  POSTPONED ITEMS  None. 
 
 
ITEM #6A  DISCUSSION OF SPACE REORGANIZATION 
 
The roof replacement is underway.  The Lobby design is offering some challenges due 
to issues of congestion and queuing.  Finding adequate space to house an International 
Collection and the Teen Collection and accommodating the demand for more 
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computers is a challenge.  Space is at a premium. 
 
 
ITEM #6B  DISCUSSION OF SUBURBAN LIBRARY COOPERATIVE 
 
Tammy Turgeon, SLC Director gave a power point presentation on the services and 
organization of the Suburban Library Cooperative and answered questions 
 
 
ITEM #7  REPORT AND COMMUNICATIONS 
 
Director’s report.  The Director’s Report is attached. 
 
Board Member comments.  Cloyd questioned why Sirsi went down – the result of a 
hacker.  He commented that the staff did a great job when the system was down.  Cloyd 
suggested that a floor layout map be considered that was magnetic to incorporate future 
changes.  
 
Suburban Library Cooperative.  No report. 
 
Friends of the Troy Public Library.  No report. 
 
Monthly Reports (January).  Circulation for the month of January compared with the 
same time period a year ago showed an increase of 14.0%.  There was an increase in 
Patron visits by 14.0%.  Program attendance was up 11.1%, and the number of library 
programs offered was up 33.3% 
 
Staff Changes. 
New Employees: Aleazh Magleo, Page; Smita Patel, Library Assistant; Chelsea Zaug, 

Page; Naren Hariharan, Page; Jui-Ying Chang, Page; Zakia Sultana, 
Page.  

Resignation: James Marquardt, Museum Aide.  
 
Gifts.  One gift in the amount of $50.00 was received. 
 
Informational Items.   February TPL Calendar 
 
Contacts and Correspondence.  10 written comments from the public were noted. 
 
Public Participation.  There was no public participation. 
 
The Library Advisory Board meeting adjourned at 8:30 P.M. 
 
Respectively submitted, 
 
 
 
Brian Stoutenburg 
Library Director 



 
 
 
February 25, 2002 
 
 
 
 
TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
 Gary Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
 Mark F. Miller, Planning Director 
 
SUBJECT: ANNOUNCEMENT OF PUBLIC HEARING (March 18, 2002) - 

PROPOSED REZONING (Z-677) – Grace Christian Learning Center, East 
side of John R and North of Big Beaver, 0.42 acres, Section 24, R-1E to 
P-1 

 
A public hearing is scheduled for the Grace Christian Learning Center rezoning request 
for the March 18, 2002 City Council meeting.  The request is for the rezoning of a 
portion of Lot 67 of Big Beaver Poultry Farms Subdivision, from R-1E One Family 
Residential to P-1 Vehicular Parking.  The subject property is 0.42 acres in size, with 
70 feet of frontage on the east side of John R Road and north of Big Beaver Road.  
The purpose of the rezoning request is to construct non-required parking for the 
recently constructed Grace Christian Learning Center, a day care center, which has 
frontage and access to Big Beaver Road.  The subject property abuts the north 
property line of the existing day care center. 
 
The subject property is currently vacant.  The adjacent land uses include: a Detroit 
Edison sub-station to the north; vacant property owned by the petitioner to the south 
and the Grace Christian Learning Center; to the west, across John R Road, the Troy 
Sports Center and Retail Center; and One-Family Residential on Orpington Road to 
the east and the new Expert Underwriters office building to the southeast.   
 
The current Future Land Use Plan designation for the subject property is Local Service 
Area and/or Medium Density Residential.  The adjacent land use designations include:  
Medium Density Residential to the north and east, a Major Thoroughfare and Local 
Service Area to the west and Local Service Area to the south. 
 
The current zoning district classification of the subject property is R-1E One Family 
Residential.  The adjacent zoning district classifications include:  R-1E One Family 
Residential, and a consent judgment to allow O-1 Low Rise Office at John R Road and 
Orpington Road to the north and east, B-1 Local Business to the south, B-2 Community 
Business to the west, and a Consent Judgment allowing O-1 Low Rise Office to the 
southeast. 
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Proposed Rezoning               Page Two 
East side of John R and North of Big Beaver 
Section 24, R-1E to P-1 
 

 
The Future Land Use Plan for the subject property considers medium Density 
Residential or Local Service Area.  However, extensive commercial zoning and 
development exists at the Troy Sports Center on the west side of John R Road and on 
the east side of John R Road.  These existing development and zoning patterns result 
in medium density residential development being unreasonable for the subject 
property. Therefore, the proposed rezoning is consistent with the Future Land Use Plan 
and is compatible with the adjacent zoning districts and existing land uses.  At their 
February 12, 2002 Regular Meeting, the Planning Commission recommended approval 
of the rezoning request (minutes attached).  Based upon these findings City 
Management recommends approval of the rezoning request.   

 
 
Enclosures 
 
Copies: Mark Stimac, Director of Building and Zoning 
 Steve Vandette, City Engineer 
 Doug Smith, Director of Real Estate and Development 
 Petitioner, Grace Christian Learning Center 
 File/Z-677 
 File/Correspondence 
 
MFM/dav 
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SUGGESTED RESOLUTION 
 
Resolution #2002-01- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, that the R-1E to P-1 rezoning request of 0.42 acres, part of Lot 67 Big 
Beaver Poultry Farms Subdivision, located on the east side of John R Road and north 
of Big Beaver Road, is hereby approved, as recommended by City Management and by 
the Planning Commission. 
 
 
 







PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES – PRELIMINARY DRAFT February 12, 2002 

PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES PRELIMINARY DRAFT – February 12, 2002    

7. PUBLIC HEARING - PROPOSED REZONING (Z-677) – Grace Christian 
Learning Center, East side of John R and North of Big Beaver, 0.42 acres, 
Section 24, R-1E to P-1 

 
Mr. Miller stated that Rick Howard, on behalf of the Grace Christian Learning 
Center, requests a rezoning of a portion of Lot 67 of Big Beaver Poultry Farms 
Subdivision, from R-1E One Family Residential to P-1 Vehicular Parking.  The 
subject property is 0.42 acres in size, with 70 feet of frontage on the east side of 
John R Road and north of Big Beaver Road.  The purpose of the rezoning 
request is to construct none required parking for the recently constructed Grace 
Christian Learning Center. This day care center has frontage and access on the 
Big Beaver Road.  The subject property abuts the north property line of this 
existing day care center. 
 
Mr. Miller further stated that the subject property is currently vacant.  The 
adjacent land uses include: a Detroit Edison sub-station to the north; vacant 
property owned by the petitioner to the south and the Grace Christian Learning 
Center; to the west, across John R Road, the Troy Sports Center and Retail 
Center; and One-Family Residential on Orpington Road to the east and the new 
Expert Underwriters office building to the southeast.   
 
Mr. Miller further stated that the current Future Land Use Plan designation for the 
subject property is Local Service Area and/or Medium Density Residential.  The 
adjacent land use designations include:  Medium Density Residential to the north 
and east, a Major Thoroughfare and Local Service Area to the west and Local 
Service Area to the south. 
 
Mr. Miller further stated that the current zoning district classification of the subject 
property is R-1E One Family Residential.  The adjacent zoning district 
classifications include:  R-1E One Family Residential, and a consent judgment to 
allow O-1 Low Rise Office at John R Road and Orpington Road to the north and 
east, B-1 Local Business to the south, B-2 Community Business to the west, and 
a Consent Judgment allowing O-1 Low Rise Office to the southeast. 
 
Mr. Miller concluded stating that with consideration of the extent of commercial 
development at the Troy Sports Center on the west side of John R Road and the 
non-residential zoning on the east side of John R Road, the rezoning request is 
compatible with the existing zoning districts and land uses.  It is noted that the 
Future Land Use Plan considers Medium Density Residential in the general area 
of subject property.  Local Service Area is also considered by the Future Land 
Use Plan extending from the intersection of John R Road and Big Beaver Road. 
The existing characteristics of the area dictate the subject property would not be 
likely to be developed as medium density residential. The proposed rezoning is 
consistent with the Future Land Use Plan and is compatible with the adjacent 
zoning districts and existing land uses.  Based upon these findings the Planning 
Department recommends approval of the subject rezoning request. 
 
Rick Howard, Petitioner, came forward and did not have any comments. 
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Public hearing opened. 
 
Michael McLaughlin, 2058 Orpington, stated his property was directly adjacent to 
where the parking lot sits and that he requests a 6 ft. wall be installed. 
 
Mr. Howard stated there would be no problem with that request. 
 
Mr. Miller stated that a 4' 6" wall is required and however, Site Plan Approval was 
not being considered, only a P-1 rezoning request. 
 
Mr. Littman stated this is just a rezoning request.  Walls come with Site Plan 
approval. 
 
RESOLUTION 
 
Moved by Wright      Seconded by Kramer 
 
RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission hereby recommends to the City 
Council that the R-1E to P-1 rezoning request of 0.42 acres, part of Lot 67 Big 
Beaver Poultry Farms Subdivision, located on the east side of John R Road and 
north of Big Beaver Road, Section 24, be granted. 
  

Yeas:    Nays:    Absent: 
        All Present (7)  Chamberlain 
   Storrs 
    
MOTION APPROVED 

 















February 25, 2002 
 
 
 

TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
 
SUBJECT:  City Council Resolution Regarding Telly’s Greenhouse 
 
 
 
The following resolution was passed at the February 18, 2002 Council meeting: 
 

“RESOLVED, That the City Attorney file the order precluding commercial 
 activity on the northern parcel; and  
 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That City management continues negotiations 
 between Telly’s and adjacent residents for proposed solution.” 
 
At this time I’d like to briefly discuss the status of attempting to utilize interest-
based bargaining to arrive at a solution on this matter.  On the evening of February 
13, 2002 Lori Bluhm, Gary Shripka and I met with residents adjacent to Telly’s as 
well as other area residents that live in the neighborhood.  Their names appear at 
the end of this memorandum. 
 
My initial approach at this meeting was to focus on interests and not positions 
relative to the existing conditions at Telly’s Greenhouse as well as site element 
changes proposed by Mr. Papadelis.  Assuming I could accomplish that objective, I 
was going to ask the residents to select two of their number to represent them for 
any further discussions with two members of staff and two representatives from 
Telly’s Greenhouse.  Lori Bluhm and Gary Shripka were slated to be the staff 
representatives and I was going to function as the facilitator.  I needed to pare 
down the number of residents for future discussions because an aggregate of six 
people is a manageable number to work with utilizing interest-based bargaining; 
facilitating 20 people is not manageable in that environment.   
 
That was my intent, and it did not reach fruition.  Instead, the attendees 
overwhelmingly indicated that they did not wish to continue discussions on this 
matter as their concern was to have the City of Troy file the order precluding 
commercial activity on the northern parcel.  Thus there was no point in selecting 
two representatives from this group as the residents did not wish to meet again to 
discuss this matter. 
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Given the above, I question the functionality of engaging the residents and owners 
of Telly’s in a series of meetings to come up with a solution that all would agree 
upon.  One of the basic tenets of interest-based bargaining is that the parties 
involved have to want to meet and discuss issues of mutual concern.  That 
circumstance is not applicable. 
 
Subsequent to my meeting with the residents and your Council meeting of February 
18, I’ve discussed this matter with Mr. George Papadelis.  Justifiably, Mr. 
Papadelis wants to know when I’m going to hold a meeting with him and the 
residents to negotiate a solution on this matter.  Given this, I’d like to revisit your 
resolution authorizing me to engage in negotiating with the above-referenced 
parties.  This is because if the residents do not wish to meet on this matter and 
City Council wants a solution that involves them, we are then faced with a 
paradoxical situation. 
 
In addition to yourself, comments from the representatives of Telly’s Greenhouse 
and residents copied below are welcome. 
 
 
 
JS/mr\2002\To M&CC\RE Telly’s Resolution 

 
c:  Residents who attended the February 13, 2002 meeting with City Manager: 
 
 Rosalie and Joe Allie, 1854 Lakewood, Troy, MI  48085 
 Anita Carter, 1901 Crimson, Troy, MI  48085 
 Donna and Peter Dodoro, 1850 Lakewood, Troy, MI  48085 
 Thomas and Sharina Dajnowicz, 1870 Lakewood, Troy, MI  48085 
 David Eisenbacher, 1863 Lakewood, Troy, MI  48085 
 Carolyn and Lori Gidel, 1846 Lakewood, Troy, MI  48085 
 Charles Hamzey, 1826 Lakewood, Troy, MI  48085 
 Uta Johimsthal, 1862 Lakewood, Troy, MI  48085 
 Subhash Ker, 1813 Crimson, Troy, MI  48085 
 Joan Robinson, 1831 Lakewood, Troy, MI  48085 
 Dell and Judd Sexton, unlisted 
 Randy Husk, 2256 Niagara, Troy 48083 
 
 George Papadelis, Telly’s Greenhouse 
 

Lori Bluhm, City Attorney 
 Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
 

City of Troy













February 22, 2002 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager 
  Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Mark Miller, Planning Director 
  Carol K. Anderson, Parks and Recreation Director 
 
SUBJECT: Resident Inquiry: Abbottsford Parc Tree Preservation Permit 
 
An inquiry into the effectiveness of the existing Tree Ordinance was raised by a 
resident at the February 18, 2002 City Council meeting. Resident reported a tree 
in the Abbottsford Parc development that was listed to remain on the approved 
Tree Preservation Plan was, in fact removed. 
 
BACKGROUND 
Chapter 28 of the City Ordinances outlines regulations for trees within the city, 
and charges the Parks and Recreation Director with the responsibility to seek 
compliance with the provisions of the Chapter. In 1973, Council approved the 
tree ordinance, which was intended to govern the protection, installation, and 
long-term maintenance of trees, plants, and vegetation within the City of Troy. 
 
The City Council approved Tree Preservation Standards in 1975 to assist in the 
enforcement of this ordinance specifically as it relates to private development. In 
the years since initial adoption, the standards have been revised four (4) times. 
The standards were amended in 1977 to add landscape standards and adjust the 
size range of preserved trees to between 4” and 10”. The rationale behind the 
adjustment to the preservation range was that trees within this range were most 
likely to survive not only the construction phase, but also the environmental 
alterations brought about by the development. Amendments to the landscape 
standards and fee schedules were made in 1986 and 1987. The most recent 
revision in 1996 eliminated, among other things, the tree preservation deposit 
that was required of a developer to ensure that those trees listed on the tree 
preservation plan to remain on the site were retained. 
 
CURRENT LANDSCAPE AND TREE PRESERVATION STANDARDS 
Prior to January of this year, developers were required to submit a Tree 
Preservation Plan to the City for review. Following approval of the Tree 
Preservation Plan and payment of review fees, the developer was issued a Tree 
Preservation Permit, which authorized removal of all trees on the site other than 
those identified for preservation. After receiving the Tree Preservation Permit the 
developer was not required to notify the City in advance of tree removal 
associated with that permit. 
 



The project review process was such that a preservation plan was submitted and 
approved by the Parks and Recreation Department prior to the City’s final site 
plan review. Often, adjustments to the development required by other City 
reviewing departments affected trees identified on the Tree Preservation Plan. 
The developer was not required to resubmit another Tree Preservation Plan 
reflecting those changes. 
 
The Planning and Parks Departments have recently instituted a procedural 
change calling for submittal of a final Tree Preservation Plan at the time of final 
site plan review, thereby eliminating any confusion over which trees on the site 
are to be preserved. Additionally, changes to the Tree Preservation Permit now 
require the developer to notify the City forty-eight (48) hours in advance of any 
tree removal on the development site.  
 
Regarding the Abbottsford Parc development, which was approved before recent 
procedural changes, a Tree Preservation Plan was submitted and approved by 
the City and Tree Preservation Permit issued. Many of the trees on the plan not 
identified for removal were prohibited species trees, or trees outside the range of 
4” to 10” diameter. The developer was not required to save those trees. It was 
brought to our attention by the resident who addressed the Council on February 
18, 2002 that one tree, an 8” maple, identified as a tree to be preserved on the 
tree preservation plan was, in fact removed during the rest of the site clearing.  
The final Tree Preservation Plan was submitted and approved prior to the final 
site plan approval. The final site plan of Abbottsford Parc shows a 20’ wide 
easement to allow for storm and surface drainage along the southern edge of the 
property necessitating the removal of the maple in question. 
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